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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
EASTERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK 


MISS MAE M. SMITH, a/k/a 
Miss Mary M. Smith, 75-C-2060 


Plaintiff, 


MEMORANDUM and 
- against - ; ORDER 


FRED BARONS, FBI AGENT; OSCAR G. 


RUBIN, ESQ., LAWYER, et al., MAR 4 973 


Defendcents. 


COSTANTINO, D.J. 

The complaint in this pro se action grossly 
violates Rule 8{(c) (1), Fed. R.Civ.P., which mandates that 
"Bach averment of a pleading shall be simple, concise and 
Girect." Cf. Mcuaughlin v. Board of Education (75-C-1695, 


unpublished opinion, E.D.N.Y., Dec. 2, 1975, Costantino, J.). 


This court must insure that the defendants will be 
able to respord to the allegations of the complaint. Having 
read the complaint carefully this court concludes that the 
complaint must be dismissed without prejudice. Plaintiff 
is given leave to file an amended pieading within 60 days 
of this order. The amended pleading should state simply 


and conciseiy the distinct allegations made against each 


- 2 


defendant, see J. Moore, Federal Practice. Plaintiff should | 


state the grounds upon which she believes this court 
has jurisdiction, See Wright, Federal Practice and Procedure. 
Plaintiff should be aware that Rule 12(f), Fed.R.Civ.P. 


prohibits immaterial and/or scandalous matter in a complaint. 


The complaint is accordingly dismissed; plaintiff 
is given leave to file a complaint in compliance with this 


order within 60 days of entry. 


So orderéd. 
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Fred Barons (Frederick V. Behrends), FBI Agent; Oscar : 


G. Rubin, Esq., NYC Lawyer; Mrs, Bernard J. Smith, 


Bernard J. Smith, Junior; James W. Kelly; Radio 

Engineering Laboratories, Inc. (NOW CALLED: Rel-Reeves, 
Inc. and NOW BANKRUPT); Chet Langton; Kenyon & i 
Eckharct, Inc.; Stouffers Restaurant Corp.; Ragnar ; 
B, Hansen; States Marine - Isthmian Agency, Inc. (Now: 
CALLED: Glotal Bulk Transport Inc., and, States : 
harine i‘ ernational); The Jewish Guild for the Blind, : 
Inc.; Anglo American Corp, of South Africa (N.A.) Ltd.;* 


Senior; Miss Anne Smith; Mrs. Joseph A. Murray; ; 


. 
. 
* 


Engelhard Hanovia Inc.; Eileen Maude S.-udwick; irene: 
D. (MIMI) Woods; Mrs, Vicki Dolcimascolo (AKA: Vicki ! 
Doici); Margaret Mi. Darby; Darlene Ziomek; Carole: 
Trainor; Carole Nordwind; INDUSSA CCRP.; Joseph ; 
Re. Fanaro; Mrs, Tl..ress M. Burke Employment Agency, Incg 
Snelling and Snelling Employment Agency, Inc.; Retailers: 
Commercial Agency, Inc.; Mrs. Drina P. Korman; Mrs, 
Anthony Carcich (NES: Nettie Herzich); Mr. Gocenta; 
Doctor Hyman Chartock; Inspector Renzulli of the U.S, 
Postal Inspection Service; Sheraton Motel at 42nd St. 
Personnel Dept.; Mrs. Lorraine Tartell Meredith; Miss 
Fiorence Klosowski (from Wilkes-Barre, PENNA.); August 
J. Mick, Esq.; Matthew J. Grayson, Esq.; Miss Lynne 
Gordon, 


es of ef be & 


DEFENDANTS AND WITNESS 


Smeets 


Dad oe ce ce ce oe cc os ce 


N.B.: Per the Fedei-al Rules for Civil Procedures ( January 1, 1976), 


SEE: 4&5 (f) for CONTEMPT, 
ee ee eat Seance dhacchlbet alld cl 
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Federal faites for Civil Siete pes me US DISTRICT COURTS (Jan, 1, _ 
FORM # 2 --Allegations of Jurisdiction: 

l-- The matter in controversary exceeds $10,000.00, The PLAINTIFF 
pleads for her LIFz, which was destroyed through CALUMNY, PSYCHO- 
PATHIC LIES from 1946 through 1976, and UNTIL the PLAINTIFF wins this 
case in court. AND the PLAINTIFF pleads with the US DISTRICT COURT 

for an absolute minimum of $500,000.00 PLUS all legal costs, WHAT 
amount in American dollars is a American LIFE worth, especially when 
that Am-;ican LIFE has always had a high caliber education, a high 1.Q., 


and a high ability to earn a professioanl's income. SLANDER stopped 


the latter. A career in Records Management wrecked through CALUMNYJ 


2-- The US DISTRICT COURT, Eastern District of New York, the PLAINTIFF 
believes, ACCLITED THE VENUE for the following reasons: 

(a) Judge J. F. Looling, dr. brought the case into Court. 

(b) The Office of the Pro Se Clerk read the summons, and accepted the 
case and the filing fee. 

(c) The Office of the US Marshal served the summonses, and accepted 
fees from the PLAINTIFF for doing so. 

(a) In March, 1976 by Court Order Judge Mark A. Costantino instructed 
the PLAINTIFF to replead her case within SIXTY DAYS. 


3-- Public Law 91 - 508 ~ Title SIX (April, 1971) SEE: ATTACHMENT 
he-= Public Law 93 - 579 (December, | 7/4) 

S-- CONSTITUTION OF THE UNITED STATES: 

(a) -- ARTICIN IV (four) ---"unreasonable searches" (to eain 
information to condemn the PLAINTIFF) by: Stouffers Checking Agency 
from 1946 through 1954; Mrs. Delia Craver Smith from 1946 through 
1974; Oscar G, Rubin, Esq. from 1954 through 1964 or later; 

Mr, Bernard J. Smith, Junior in 1953; Miss Anne Smith from 1953 


through 1961; Mrs. Joseph A. Murray in 1958; Mrs, Antoinette 
Herzich from 1962 through 1970; Miss Carole Trainor in 1969, 


(bd) -- ARTICLE V (five) --= "No person can be comdemned for the 
Same offense twice," SEE: The attachment mailed by US ATTORNEY, 

David G. Trager, to the US DISTRICT COURT, and to some of the defy:;dants 
recently, about a 1973 allegation against the PLAINTIFF. Also, Mrse_ 
Delia Craven Smith, MOTHER of the PLAINTIFF, hundreds and hundreds of 
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Allegations of Jurisdictiun: continued: 
SSE 


times fron 1946, or before, through 1 or later, used PERJURY to 


DESTROY THE LIFE OF THE PLAINTIFF IN ALL ARFAS OF HER LIFE! And SHE 
a ee SN ALD ARRAS OF HER LIFE one 


contacted at least 95% of the people ever known to the PLAINTIFF to 
accomplish her objectives. ((HER personal reasons for vindictiveness ares 
(1) The PLAINTIFF'S BIRTH gave away a personal fact about hers (2) 

The PLAINTIFF left her battered-child parental apartment before her 
twenty-first birthday; (3) The PLAINTIFF enjoyed and sought higher 
education, ana had the ability to even become popular with adversaries 
through the PLAINTIFF'S firm belief in decency, justice, human dignity, 
morality, integrity, and an utter aversion to verbal and physical atuse 


of ALL HUMAN BEINGS 


OSCAR G. RUBIN (NYC LAWYER condemned the PLAINTIFF 
over and over again based on PSYCHOPATHIC LIzS to: Employers from 1954 
through 1962, and again in 1964; Landlords in 1955/1956 and in 1962; 
Joseph R. Panaro in 1964; August J. Mick, Esq. in 1965; ADA Harry 
Smith, Esqe, Queens County, in 1970; FBI Agent, BEHRENDS in 1973/1974. 
((| Either RUBIN OR DELIA CRAVEN SMITH contacted NYC Community 
College in 1964,)) 


EMPLOYERS OF THE PLAINTIFF from 1946 through 1 : Condemned 
the PLAINTIFF over a”! over again in JOB REFERENCES and while employed 
by them over the PSYCHOPATHIC LIES of OSCAR G. RUBIN, ESQ. and of 
DELIA CRAVEN ShiTK, NO EMPLOYER TRIED TO HAVE THE PERJURY VERIFIED?! 


ALL OTHEK DEFENDANTS (NOT WITNESSES) condemned the PLAINTIFF 
over and over egain over the same PSYCHOPATKIC Liss, which they made 


no effort to verify} (EXCEPT where specifically stated by the PLAINTIFF 
as_a ONE-TIME condemnation of the PLAINTIFF.) IN THIS REPLEADING, 


(c) -= ARTICLE V (five) --- "NO person can be deprived of life, 


Jiberty, or property without due process of law," ALL DEFENDANTS in 
this case did exactly that to the PLAINTIFF! Knowingly, willingly} 
A_QUOTE: "Divines do richtly say thai SLANDER is a for: of MURDE Mil 


(d) -- ARTICLE VI (six) <== "fhe ACCUSED {the PLAINTIFF) shall 


enjoy the right{to a speedy and publictrial, by an impartial jury (hope- 
fully with HIGH I.Q.'S), and to be informed of the nature and cause of 
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Allegations of Jurisdiction: continued: 
OF THE ACCUSATIONS; to te confronted with witnesses against him; to 


have compulsory process for obtaining witnesses in his favor, and to 


have the Assistance of Counsel for his defence." 


_ NONE OF THESE Constitutional rights for American citizens---- : 


for ALL AMERICAN CITIZENS ---- were ever allowed to the PLAINTIFF, who 
was the DEFENDANT until this case got into the US DISTRICT COURT on 
December 8, 19752 YES} The PLAINTIFF was the DEFENDANT from the day 
OF HER BIRTH until December 7, 19753 HER AGE IS IMMATERIAL! And the 


PLAINTIFF---DEFENDANT _ ---OR--- DEFENDANT---PLAINTIFF is stil] WITHOUT 
assistance of Counsel for her defences AGAINST CALUMNIATORS! DESTROYERS] 


OBSTRUCTION OF JUSTICE BY OSCAR G. RUBIN, ESQ.: 


When the PLAINTIFF was able to get a NYC LAWYER, August J. Mick, Esqes 
to take her legal case to clear her good name, and to permit her to lead 
anormal life, with normal problems, Oscar G. Rubin, Esq, was not 
only able to turn MICK against the PLAINTIFF, but RUBIN also TERRIFIED 


MICKY WHAT power does ‘RUEIN have to terrify any NYC LAWYER? INVESTIGATE} 
eeegumetaeenan werner ss fe re Ee cnet > ST ANNES Be HIE PAD 
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From March, 1964 through 197, the 


PLAINTIFF has pleaded with this organization to investigate and to 
prosecute OSCAR C. RUBIN, £SQ. for his HEINOUS CRIMES! TO NO AVAILJ 
RECENTLY in 1976 someone unknown to the PLAINTIFF pleaded with the 
American Bar Association to HELP THE PLAINTIFF, which they passed on to 
the New York State bar Association, which they passed on to BONOMIJ 
BONOMI does have the authority to ACT; let us see IF HE WILLJ 

COPIES OF ALL CORRESPONDENCE ENCLOSED 


((( COPY OF TEIS REPLEADING TO JOHN G, BONOMI 


PLEASE NOTE: The NYC BAR ASSOCIATION had the power and the authority 


NYC BAR ASSOCIATION GRIEVANCE COMMITTEE; John Ge 


to save THE LIF® OF THE PLAINTIFF from March, 1964 onward, and CHOSE NOT 
to SAVE A HUMAN LIFE from 1264 onward} TWELVE YEARS OF THE LIFE OF 


THE PLAINTIFF! AND by its NEGLIGENCE, the NYC BAR ASSOCIATION 


ARTICLE VI_ (six) says the PLAINTIFF has the AMERICAN RIGHT to 
assistance of Counsel. CONTINGENCY-FEE BASIS,, WOTHING FOR NOTHING! 


[AMOR I REIS SONOMA RE AORN SEEAIBRS ISEEE A 8 OND HEE RN Ee 


Allegations of Jurisdiction: 4 contdthea: 

The PLAINTIFF refuses to accept ANY iOw# I.Q. LAWYER for defence] NOR 
any LOW 1.Q. medica. doctor! NOR any LOW 1.9. office supervisorj 
NOR any LOW I.Q. person for a friend. COLLEGE DEGRESS DO NOT MEA 


HIGH 1.9. 'S. DO CHECK THAT) Pega ACT UA The HIGHER the 


I.Q. of any person, usually but not always, the HIGHER the s 


of INTEGRITY toward HUMANITYJ 2% of the USA population] INCLUDING 
THE PLAINTIFF! 2% to 9% of the WORLD'S POPULATION) 


"Excessive fines shall NOT be imposed 
intilicted," THE LIFE OF THE 
PLAINTIFF WAS 


DESTROYED FROM 1916 throuch 1976, 
wins this case! __ VERY CRUEL AND UNUSUAL PUNISHMENTS for intelligence; 
humanity; integrity; decency; high 1.Q.; for the inherent enjoy= 
ment of life and people; for higher education; for the ability to 
"fight City Hall" for justice FOR ALL; for merely changing jobs and 
careers in 1954; for desiring marriage and children; because she knew 
Oscar G. Rubir for having Delia Craven Smith for a MOTHER; for 
having the OTHER SMITHS ¢ mily menbers for having ever worked for 
for having a high degree of personal self 
for being better and different from MOST people she ever met or worked 
with; for being hart-working and working long hours for ALL EMPLOYERS; 
for her ability to stand up for her rights as an American citizen; for 
being a one-woman social service agency for the SMITH FAMILY from 1933 
throurh 1953; for helping the OTHER SMITHS to MARRY and have CHILDREN 
with HER financial help; Sor helping EUDDY SMITH and his WIFi, Rita 
O'Connell SMITH, to BUY A HOUSE in 1947 with financial help from the 
PLAINTIFF; fo> standing up for the RIGHTS OF HER FATHER from 1952 


through 1957, when he died; for believing the NYC BAR ASSOCIATION 


should investigate and prosecute LAWYERS WHO ARE HEINOUS CRIMINALS; ETC, 
THE PLAINTIFF IS "GUILTY"! HER DESTROYED ENTIRE LIFE WAS HER 
PUNISHMENT FOR A LIFE OF DECENCY! HER INABILITY TO GET A LAWYER IN 
THE USA FOR HER ABOVE-NAMED "CRIMES* BECAUSE SHE LACKED $20,000,00 --- 


TOOK THE LIFE OF THE PLAINTIFF] WHILE MURDEKERS WENT "SCOT FREE"? 


NeBei Yhe VICTIMS OF CRIMES in the USA ----------- pre 
treated FAR WORSE than the CRIMINALS in the USAJ GULAG ARCHIPELAGO! 


Allegations of Jurisdiction: continved: 
Aliepations oO vuri 302 Cho): __§_ 
(f) ARTICLE 7IJI (thirteen) --- iwoluntary servitude" 
(PER the Herriam Webster dictionary 
subjection to a master; slavery; punishment 
for 2 crime; subjection to another vho 

arg en PIRI oe «eae oe st es 


condition of subjugation or captivity." ANT ONYMNS : 


ALL OFFS Week Ss ROM 2.22%_tt through 1976 Oe 


HOME } and in 1945 


sci.R G. RUBIN 
AND BY ANNE SHIT bliP 5 FROM 192.6 ONWARD$ 
OSCAR G. RUBIN, ESQ. FROM 1957 ONWARD} 


THE PLAINTIFF pleads with the US DISTRICT 
JUDGE Mark A, Goptantinoe ---GET the SERIES OF LET 
the FLAINTIFF in LATE 1968 and in EARLY 1969 to: 
Tillary Street, Brooklyn, New York, 11201; and to; New York 
Tax Intelligence, Albany, New York, 12201; and to; New York 
Tax Intelligence, New York, New York 100C7 ----outlining ALL SL 
COND IT. DITIONS IN_OF OFFICES : com 1954 through 19 19693 9 OPATHIC LIES 


BY OSC R_Ge RUBIN, E SQo___ AND AND _BY__ DELIA CRAVEN SMITH AND BY ANNE SMITH) 


THESE SLAVE CONDITIONS exist from 1969 through 1976 for the PLAINTIFF! 


IN OFFICES? Tae PLAINTIFF was NOT a SLAVE as a WAITRESS, and did NOT 


have to associate DAILY, CLOSELY with ILLITERATES as a WAITRESS As 
a WAITRESS, the PLAINTIFF did NOT have to lift or carry more than 12 to 
15 pounds of anything] IN OFFICES the PLAINTIFF has been FORCED to move 
US-cound transfiles of paper WITHOUT HELP} Even to the point of utter 
exhaustion in April, 1955, when the PLAINTIFF was forced to take off 
days from work to recuperate from EXHAUSTION BY MANUAL, SLAVE LABOR 

And MANY OTHER DAYS from 1954 through 1976 through UTTER EXHAUSTICN over 
MANUAL SIAVE _LAROF N OFFICES!) NO WAITRESS is ever expected 

life OR move ounds of anything} THIS IS OFFICE PRESTIGE] 
THIS is what the OTHER SMITHS envy and destroy the PLAINTIFF fo 

THIS is what OSCAR CG. RUBIN, ESQ, destroys the PLAINTI 


HIGH! CRADE INTELLIGENCE of the. PLAINTIFF 
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Allegations of Jurisdiction: continued: 
EN 


6e-- NO OFFICE EMPLOYER from 1954 through 1976 obeyed the USA 
Federal LAWS fo- EQUAL OPPORTUNITY for ALL EMPLOYEES in dealing with 
the PLAINTIFF. PSYCHOPATHIC LIES rulled OUT equal Opportunity for 
the PLAINTIFF from 1954 through 1976. Moreover, 
who ever worked for the Anglo American Corp, of South Africa {N.A.) Led. 
ever had any equal oppertunity mpan; pe benef from that 
company in New York City, New York State, { Those third- 
preference-visa, rotating, foreign executives gave ALL OF THE FRINGE 
BENEFITS to the FOREIGN secretaries, and to the foreign°executives -- 
and NOT to the AMERICAN EMPLOYEES! N.B.: Thiri-preference-visa in 
the USA means that you are allowed to enter the USA because YOU will 
benefit the USA and American citizens! LIES FOR ANGLO AMERICAN] 
THEY BENEFITTED THEMSELVES ONLY2 DO ASK: MISS DARLENE ZIOMEK 
who READ and STUDIED their FRI R FOREIGNERS? And 
then told the PLAINTIFF all of the information contained therein. Also, 
Engelhard Hanovia , Inc. claims MISS IRENE D. ik 41} WOOUS as a present 
employee, whiie MISS WOODS get her FRINGE BENEF ! wio American 
and from Charter Consolidated Ltd, in LONDON, ENGLAND, While Engelhard 
Hanovia, Inc. claims NO RESPONSIBILITY for a SUMMONS by the US MARSHAL 
for Anglo American Corp, of South Africa (UA.) Ltd, With IRENE #OODS 
working for THEM in ..:ir offices in N.Y.Ce , N.¥.S.,_ _USAe AND 
Basil T.A. HONE claimed TWO SALARIES IN THE USAJ ONE SALARY from 
Anglo American Corp. of South Africa, Ltd. in SOUTH AFRICA, and ONE 


SALARY from Engelhard Industries, Inc. in Newark, New Jersey, USA, 


where HONE took the PERSONNEL FILES for the PLAINTIFF for fear that the 


PLAINTIFF would be able to CLEAR HER GOOD NAME IN THE USA, HONE 
involved Enrelhzrd Industries, Inc, by FILING the PERSONNEL RECORDS of 


the PLAINTIFF in that NEW _JERSSY OFFICE in 1968] 


N.B,: USA LAWYERS -- WATCH THEMJ The PLAINTIFF 
learned in THEIR OFFICES from July, 1965 through May, 1969 MUCH} 

THEY are LAWYERS of the HIGHEST INTELLIGENCE RHODES SCHOLAR MEN] 
WITH HIGH I.Q.‘S COMPARABLE TO THAT OF THE PLAINTIFF! SORRY ANSLO 


FACTS ARE FACTS} 


IS USA JUSTICE ONLY FOR THE WEAJTHY? AND WEALTHY WITH LOW 1.9.15??? 


ee 


STATUTES OF LIMITATIONS: 


((Learned while doing Records Minagement work from 1954 through 1970.)) 


l-- The allegations against the PLAINTI‘F and the PROOFS against many 
DEFENDANTS are in the eff‘.cient,. UP-TO-DATE, well-kept FILES of the 
OFFICE of the US Attorney, and in the FBI FILES and in the FILES 
of tne US Postal Inspection Service (GALLANT MEN)} FROM 1968 
through 1976, apa THIS 15 19763 Through THEIR investipations 
of the PLAINTIFF from 1968 chrough 19742 PERNICIOUS PERJURY CONTINUED? 


(The DEFENDANTS never expected the feathers to hit the fan.) 


2-~- The allegations against the PLAINTIFF are NOW in the PRESENT OFFICE 
of the PLAINTIFF, and in the PRESENT DOMICILE of the PLAINTIFF in 19761 
AND these allegations WILL be uscd against the PLAINTIFF UNLESS the 


PLAINTIFF clears HiR GOOD NAME PUBLICLY in 1976 


3-- there are VERY FEW PLACES in the USA the PLAINTIFF can move to 
with these allegations being used against the PLAINTIFF? The allepations 
ARE KNOWN nationally, and throughout CANADA, and throughout ENGLAND, 
and SOUTH AFRICA! The PLAINTIFF has NO DESIRE to leave the USA2 
EXCEPT for vacations} APARTHEID ALLEGATIONS ARE NOT ACCEPTABLE IN THE 


USAT The PLAINTIFF and ALL FAMILY MEMBERS are WHITE of IRISH descen 


Laem. 


NO BLACK BLOOD IN THE SMITH FAMILY? THEY ARE ILLITERATES ONLY? WHITE} 


THE FBI SA¥S WE SMITH WHITE WOMEN SLEEP WITH BLACK MENS DO WE SMITHS? 
THE FBI SANS WE St] ) SS eee EES 


t 


({WHAT a horrible thing for any decent WHITE WOMAN to have 
no choice but to do})) _RACIAL PREJUDICE SLURS BY THE FBI! 


‘ 


leo Give the PLAINTIFF about 25 years of MARRIAGE, without FORCED 
CELIBACY before YOU DEFENDANTS claim any statute of limitations$ Can 
YOU DEFENDANTS UNDO YOUR heinous CRIMES apainst humanity? 


5-- Give the PLAINTIF? the THREE CHILDREN the PLAINTIFF planned to have 
HERSELF whiJe MILLIONS of WOMEN are ABORTIONISTS who MURDER before yOu 


DEFENDANTS claim any statute of limitations] 


LACHES, DOCTRINE OF; 


Caen Ae, 


From February, 1955 through March, 
Bread labs isa 


1964 the PLAINTIFF pleaded with RUBIN for LEGAL HELP, NOT KNOWING RUBIN 
was and is a CRIMINAL, From 196) through JO7 the PLAINTIFF pleaded with 
the NYC Bar Associations§ TO_NO AVALL! From 1963 through 1975 the 


PLAINTIPP pleaded NATIONALLY for LEGAL HELP. AND AD INFINITUM! HATIONALL 
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DEFENDANTS: AND SOME WITNESSES: 


Oscar G. Rubin, Esq., NYC Lawyer o-==DEFENDANT 
233 Broedway, New York, New York 10007 ——- 
HOME: 676 Bolson Drive, Westbury, L.l., N.Y. 11590 


When the Plaintiff decided to return to OFFICE work in 195k, 
se was told that she had to have personal references for jobs, and that 
these people could not be restaurant personnel, nor relatives. Since the 
Plaintiff knew only restaurant personnel, and relatives, and Oscar G. 
Rubin, Esq., the Plaintiff asked Rubin if he felt that he in good con- 
science could write guod references for the Plaintiff for jobs, and if 
he could the Plaintiff would pay him for secretarial services for one 


letter each time. Rubin agreed to do this, and each time the Plaintiff 


paid Rubin. TEN DOLLARS for each letter to be written, 


The Plaintiff paid Rubin this money in August, 1954, and in 
April, 1959, and in March, 1960, and in February, 1962 for JOB REFER- 
ENCE LETTERS TO EMPLOYERS . Rubin never wrote one letter; Rubin made 
phone calls to those employers, and vilified the good name of the 
Plaintiff, Also, in lieu of writing an apartment reference letter for 
the ten dollars paid to Rubin, Rubin called the landlord in December, 
1955, and calumniated the Plaintiff, Also, in 1962 the Plaintiff did 
NOT ask Rubin for any reference for that apartment, and Rubin visited 


the daughter of that landlord to slander the Plaintiff, 


bd 4 


The people who received the PHONE CALLS from RUBIN are: 
08 ——————————————— 


j-- Mr, James W. Kelly, former Personnel Manager, of Radio Engineering 
Laboratories, Inc., where the Plaintiff worked as a FILES SUPERVISOR 
from August 2, 1954 through April, 1959. 

Qee Mro Chet Langton, Office Manager, for Kenyon & Eckhardt, Ince; 
where the Plaintiff worked as a FILES SUPERVISOR from April, 1959 through 
February, 1960. 

3~- Mr. Ragnor B. Hansen, AKA: Ray Hanson, AKA: R.B. Hansen, Office 
Manager, of States Marine - Isthmian Agency, Ince, where the Plaintiff 
worked as @ FILE3 DEPT. HEAD from March, 1960 through December, 1961. 

h—~ Mr. Walter Wachtel, former Bookkeeper, of the Jewish Guild for the 
Blind, Inc., where the Plaintiff worked as a TEMPORARY RECORDS MANAGER 
from January to November, 1962, 


5-- Mr, Elias Gottlieb, former landlord of the Plaintiff, at 34-26 = 


Page TWO 


29th Street, Long Island City, New York 11106. The Plaintiff lived in 
apartment there from December, 1955 through February, 1960. 


Rubin visited IN PERSON this woman to vilify the Plaintiff: 
eee 


Mrs. Anthony Carcich, AKA: Mrs, Nettie Herzich Carcich, daughter of 

the former landlord of the Plaintiff, Mrs. Antoinette Herzich. Rubin 
visited mrs, Carcich in her apartment 4.1962 at: 31-13 34th Street, 
Astoria, New York 11106, and according to Mrs, Carcich Rubin slandered 
the Plaintiff by painting the Plaintiff an immoral woman, The Plaintiff 


did NOT ask Rubin for references for this apartment, nor did that land- 


lord ask for any personal references from the Plaintiff. The Plaintiff 


resided at this address from February 15, 1962 through December 7, 1974, 
((when arson and attempted murder were committed against the Plaintiff, and 


the Plaintiff was hospitalized for ten days, and the Plaintiff lost both 


her apartment and her possessions.)) Also, RUBIN told NETTIE in 1962 that 
the PLAINTIFF wis a DRUNKARDt 


From February, 1955 through March, 1964, the Plaintiff kept 
pleadiing with Rubin for legal help for fees against the SICK VILIFIERS 
without being aware who they were, and every time Rubin said, "NOTHING 
CAN BE DONE FOR YOU LEGALLY." Then the Plaintiff decided to test Rubin, 
and in March, 1964 called Rubin and told Rubin that she had “help to 
clear her good name." Rubin became very upset, and yelled queries at 
the Plaintiff, and especially Rubin desired knowing who would help the 
Plaintiff. About five hours later, Rubin called the Plaintiff at home 
and said, "My coileagues and I agree that nothing can be done for you 


legally." 


In September, 1964, Mr. Joseph A. Panaro, a Labor Relations 
man, who owned his own business in Bayside, New York, and who since has 
moved to New Jersey, offered to help the Plaintiff to get back to OFFICE 
work. Rubin contacted Panaro, and told Panaro, "The Plaintiff was 
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still single in 1964 because she had had innumerable affairs with men." 
Panaro not only refused to help the Plaintiff, but also said, ®I will 
not let you harm my Jewish friend." Taen either Rubin or Panaro or 

both of them contacted Mr. R.B. Hansen of States Marine-Isthmian Agency, 
Ince, and told HANSEN that the Plaintiff had threctened to destroy him. 
The Plaintiff had told Panaro that shw was PRAYING the Book of PSALMS from 


the BIBLE that God would help her against her enemies, SHE STILL IS. 
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In September, 1965 the Plaintiff was recommended to August, 
J. Mick, Esqo, NYC lawyer, at 233 Broadway, New Yor’, N.Y. 10007 
by a member of the Coleman family. Mick agreed that he WOULD take the 
case to help the Plaintiff. But, Mick found it difficult to believe 
that a lawyer would do all that the Plaintiff said Rubin had done, and 
said that he believed that Rubin might help him to win the case for uS. 
MICK told the Plaintiff that he would visit RUBIN, and Mick did visit 


Rubin and then Mick refused to take the case. 
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In April, 1966 the Plaintiff told RUBIN via letter that the 
Bpister of the Plaintiff did not consider Kubin to be trustworthy. Rubin 
called MISS ANNE SMITH at work, and so frightened ANNE SMITH that ANNE 
left both her job and her residence --per the MO“HER of the Plaintiff, 
Mrs. Delia Craven Smith. About one year later, the MOTHER of the 
Plaintiff was forced to give up her apartment, which she Lad had for 
30 years, because she could NOT either physically or financially main- 
tain the apartment without ANNE'S money and physical help. 


In December, 1969, after the Plaintiff had been fired by the 
Indussa Corp., based solely on the slander in her job references, the 
Plaintiff went to Rubin's OFFICE to speak with him, and waited for 
Rubin to arrive. When Rubin saw the Plaintiff he ran down the hall into 
another office, and got a woman there to watch for when the Plaintiff 
would leave. Since Rubin was not going to discuss the matter, the 


Plaintiff quietly left. 


In February, 1970 the Chief of the Complaint Dept., ADA Harry 


Smith, Esq., in the Office of the Queens District Attorney, asked the 


Plaintiff to visit him, and she did Smith said that RUBIN had complained 
to him about the Plaintiff. _The Plaintiff was interviewed by both Smith, 
and Police Officer Cioffa (or Cioffi). The Plaintiff told them what had 
been done to her, and SMITH said, "If you continue to try to clear your 
name, Kubin wili wreck the entire rest of your life." The Plaintiff 
replied, "Unless I clear my good name, fubin has already wrecked tha 


rest of my life.” IF NECESSARY THE PLAINTIFF WILL GO TO THE US SUPREME 
COURT TO STOP THIS SICK LAWYER FROM Di LAWYER FROM DESTROYING PEOPLE! WITH UTTER FILTHS 
jhen FB1L Agent, Frederick , Frederick V. Behrends, 3, investigated the 


Plaintiff for Engelhard Hanovia, Inc. from November, 2 through 


Janua 2 Behrends visited Rubin, and Rubin once again painted 
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the Plaintiff an IMMORAL WOMAN, and Behrends passed on this informaticn 
to Doctor Hyman Chartock in May/June, 1975. UTTER PERJURYt 


Mrs, Delia Craven Smith (AKA: Mrs. Bernard J. Smith, SENIOR) DEFENDA! 
MOTHER OF THE PLAINTIFF 
79 Stratford Road, Brooklyn, New York 11218 (As of 11/30/75) 


This woman since 1946 or before has been vilifying the food 
name of the Plaintiff to all employers, to all landlords, to all beaus, 
to all friends, to her college, to everyone ever known by the Plaintiff. 
In 1962 this wan wes able to get tne UNlisted phone number of the 
Plaintiff from the telephone company. The Plaintiff left her ba .tered- 
child, parental apartment before her twenty-first birthday, and con- 
tributed financially to the welfare of all Smith family members froa_ 
1938 through 29 (BEFORE she left home and after). This woman 13 
responsible for getting Oscar G. Rubin, Esq. to slander the Plaintiff. ~ 


Miss Anne Smith (AKA: Mrs. Henry Mc Mahon) SISTER OF TH: PLAINTIFF 
79 Stratford Road, Brooklyn, New York 11218 (As of 11/30 DEFENDANT 


This woman while pretending to be a friend of the Plaintiff 


from 1952 throuch 1961, was turning the entire Smith family against 


the Plaintiff with malicious gossip. And in 1953 she got the brother 
of the Plaintitf£, Buddy Smith, to threaten to beat up the Plaintiff. 
Also, in.1961 ANNs SMI bragged that SHE and the MOTHER of the Plaine 
tiff, and Rubin had contacted R.B. Hansen of States Marine-Isthmian 
Agency, Ince, and said, "Well, 'Miss Popularity,' WE have made 
absolutely certain that you will never again be popular." In_ 1965 

ANNE SMITH called the Plaintiff, and said, "Since WE put nothing in 
writing, you will never be able to do anything abect what we did.” 

In 1965 PEGGY SMITH MURRAY, siter of the Plaintiff, said, “ANIE is 
your rotten sister, who caused all of your troubles." In 1965 the 
MOTHER of the Plaintiff said, “Please do NOT hurt ANNE for the wrongs she 
has done to you. You should never have asked RUBIN to give you JOB 


references; HE caused all of this." ANNE physically beat MAE in 19524 


Mrs. Peggy Smith Murray (AKA: Mrs. Joseph A. Murray) DEFENDANT 
SISTER OF THE PLAINTIFE 
79 Stratford Road, Brooklyn, New York 11218 (As of 11/30/75) 


PEGGY blames ANUS for all that was dono to tho Plaintiff, and 
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claims that she had no part in the DESTRUCTION OF THE LIFE OF THE 
PLAINTIFF. The Plaintiff does NOT believe this, especially since 

PEGGY admits to knéwing during ALL YEARS all that was being done to the 
Plaintiff by SLANDERERS in the SMITH FAMILY, and by OSCAR G. RUBIN. In 
1965 and 1966 PEGGY told the Plaintiff these things by phone. In 1966 
PEGGY said to the Plaintiff, "Since you do NOT want to associate with 

the Smith family, and since ANN® SAYS that you are ashamed of the Smiths, 
what was done to your life is right." In July, 1971 PEGGY told the NYC 
POLICE, "Mae M. Smith is a NUT; do not give her our phone nusber,"” 

The Plaintiff did NOT call the Smiths to the hospital; since the doctors 
thought that the Plaintiff might die, the nurses did this. In DEC. 1974. 
Although FEGGY seemed shocked that the NYC FIRE MARSHAL believed that the 
FIRE was ARSON and ATTEMPTED MURDER of the PLAINTIFF, Peggy has NEVER 
been shocked that the PLAINTIFF has been robbed of ALL legal, ALL civil, 
and ALL human rights by SMITH and RUBIN SLANDER, NOR that the Plaintiff 
has endured 2 LIVING HELL IN OFFICES from 1954 through 19768 WHICH HAS 
YET TO CEASEC In December, 1974 at the hospital PEGGY tried to get the 
PLALNTIFF to give HER the name of the Plaintiff's employer. The Piaintiff 
REFUSED to tell HERY 


Mr. Bernard J. Smith, JUNIOR (AKA: Buddy Smith) BROTHER OF THE PLAIN 


351 West Clay Avenue- Roselle Park, New Jersey 07204 DEFENDANT 
flatmate nnr nine S 


In bis home in 1953 BUDDY threatened to PHYSICALLY beat the 
PLAINTIFF over walicious gossip by ANNE SMITH. In 1953 at Peggy's 
wedding, BUDDY threatened to PHYSICALLY BEA’ the Plaintiff over 
malicious gossip by ANNE and DELIA SMITH. in 19 BUDDY came to the 
apartment of the PLAINTIFF for the MOTHER of the PLAINTIFF to try to get 
evidence of IMMORALITY. THERE WAS NOES In 1954 BUDDY spoke with the 
PLAINTIFF by phone and said, "You ere mentally i111." In 1960 the 
MOTHER of the PLAINTIFF threatened to get BUDDY to physically beat her, 
In 196) RITA O'CONNELL SMITH, BUDDY'S WIFE, told the PLAINTIFF, 
"YOUR MOTHER 4s WOT your friend, and I would NOT be afraid to tell hor 
to her face." And BUDDY KNOWING ALL THIS wont to Matthew J. Grayson, 
Esq., New Jersey lawyer, and PEKJURZD HIMSELF saying, "....the 
Plaintiff's relativos (immediate family only) thought of having sanity 


proceedings against the Plaintiff." LETTER TO THE CGURT FOR PROOF. 
Previously miled, | PSYCHOLOGICAL TESTS FOR JOBS SAY THE OPPOSITER 


DOCTORS SAY TIE OPPOSITE! Do the high-school-droput SMITH FAMILY MEMBERS 
claim more knowledge than qualified DOCTORS? Do the SMITH FAMILY MEMBERS 
who NEVER wert to any high school claim more knowledge than DOCTORS? The 
PLAINTIFF took HOURS of academic and psychological TESTS for EMPLOYERS in 
April, 1942 and in April, 1959. NO NEGATIVE RESULTS} And in July, 1954 
too. 9 1/2 HOURS of TESTS for I.Q., which included psychological tests, 
NO NEGATIVE RESULTS! And in 1952 took HOURS of TESTS which showed NO_ 
NEGATIVE RESULTS, except FEAR of the MATRIARCH, Delia Creven Smith; 
UNTIL that DOCTOR was THREATENED sometime between late 1955 and early 1959, 
that DOCTOR could NOT see that FEAR as valid for the PLAINTIFF, Since 
then that DOCTCR'S FEAR of THAT MATRIARCH is far greater than the CHILDHOOD 
FEARS of the PLAINTIFF] ONE of the main difficulties for the PLAINTIFF 

in getting LEGAL HELP since February, 1955 is that NO ONE ever heard of 
any FAMILY as utterly LOWDOWN as the OTHER SMITHS, 


Matthew J. Grayson, Esq., --New Jersey Lawyer --WITNESS --NOT DEFENDANT 
1139 East Jersey Street, Elizabeth, New Jersey 


In January, 1969 BUDDY SMITH irayson to write a letter to 
the PLAINTIFF based on PERJURY to Grayson by BUDDY SMITH. A copy of that 
LETTER has been sent to the US DISTRICT COURT for the DOCKET FILES. Mr, 
Grayson DO SEND A COPY OF THE LETTER circulated by the PLAINTIFF i> 1968, 
which caused BUDDY SMITH to hire you, The PLAINTIFF has NO COPY} NO 
SLANDER IN THAT LETTEX; ONLY FACTS! Paraphrased it said, ""IF you want 
to learn of the calumny by the SMITHS to the EMPLOYERS of Mae M, Smith, 

DO contact ALL of these EMPLOYERS; THEY will be glad to tell you of the 

SLANDER, which THEY are passing on as JOB REFERENCES,"" THEY WERE] 

THEY ARE} THOSE EMPLOYERS DID AND DO PREFER TO AID AND ABET THE MENTALLY 
¥ 


ILL SMITHS, AND OSCAR G. RUBIN, ESQ, THUS, FINALLY, THIS CASE} 


— 


August J. Mick, Esq. WITNESS. ~-NOT DEFENDANT 
I 


233 Broadway, New York, New York 10007 


SEE: TOP paragraph of PAGE THREE 
RUBIN TERRIFIED this LAWYER so that MICK would NOT take MY LEGAL CASE 


An Soptember, 1963! When the PLAINTIFF called MICK in July, 1971 
MICK was still TERRIFIEDJ WHY???) MICK ia a decent man, who 


believed the PLAINTIFF, and was willing fo LEGALLY CLEAR THE GOOD NAME 
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) 
of the Plaintiff} 0) 


THE PLAINTIFF bogs the US DISTRICT COURT and the LAWYERS to 


eect ne connate annette ht 


whom this is addressed, including the US ATTORNEY ---PROTECT AUGUST 


J. MICK, ESQ. DO ASK MISS ANNE SMITH what SHE learned about RUBIN in 
Brooklyn, N.Y. in 19638 FROM SOME MENS MICK PLEASE C 


Mr. Joseph R. Panaro, Labor Relations man --~DiFENDANT 


Formerly of: Bayside, New York 
NOW: Living somewhere in NEW JERSEY 


Mrs, Anthony Carcich (AKA: Mrs. Nettie Herzich Carcich) 


eA. 
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SEE: TOP pararraph of PAGE TWO 

The deceased MOTHER of Mra. Carcich, Mrs. Antoinette Herzich, 
told the other tenants in that apartment house, and the other lendlords 
on that block the CALUMNY told to Mra. Ce by RUBIN in 1962, And 
the slander was told to the man who bought the building in Juno, 1970, 
Mr. Peter J. Milovich, and Milovich passed it on to the present landlord 
of the Plaingiff as an “APARTMENT REFERENCE." in December, 1974. And 
another HELL for the Plaintiff to enduret Also, in January, 1971 the 
former landlord at 31-15 34th Street, "MR. JOHN", spat out at the 
PLAINTIFF, "I know all about your BAD REPUTATION; Mra. Herzich told 


me all about you," 


MR. GOCENTA --- WITHESS  ---NOT_DEVENDANT 


31-13 34th Street, Astoria, New York 11106 ~=- APT. ONE C 
The PLAINTIFF firmly believes that tha FIRE is directly related 

to the efforts of the PLAINTIFF to clear her good name fron February, 
1955 throuch December, 197k. On Deceaber 7, 1974 at about 12:45 AM 
(after midnight), GOCENTA called the NYC POLICE to tell them that tho 
PLAINTIFF was being ASSAULTED in her apartment, TWO C, by @ MAN, and 
the verbal sounds from the PLAINTIFF wore pleas for help. But, NOT 
knowing that the PLAINTIFF NEVER had any visitors to her ovartment, 


men or women, GOCENTA was reluctant to give his name to tho POLICE 


"Docaugse GOCENT’ thourht that the PLAINTIFF micht have wanted that MAN in 


Page EIGHT 


a | 


’ he ei 
in her apartment, and sne might be angry with him for calling the POLICE," 
Per GOCENTA, "At ABOUT 1:30 A.!i. there was “ILENC® in the apartment of 
the PLAINTIFF, and GOCENTA could smell fire and smoke, and about ten 
minutes later, about 1:40 A.M. there was an explosion which sounded like 
a window had been blown out.” The FIREMEN arrived at atout 3:00 A.M. 
and found the PLAINTIFF in the foyer near the door, and said that they 
doubted that the PLAINTIFF would iivef The POLICE errdved long after the 
FIREMEN’ And could have prevented that FIREi The PLAINTIFF? has total 
amnesia from 9:00 P.M. on December 6, 1974 O'/ AD until she got to the 
hospital, When the PLAINTIFF did become conscious in the hospital, 
where she spent TEN DAYS, the PLAINTIFF was fighting off everyone who 
touched her. An astute woman doctor said, "SHE is NOT fighting US; 
SHE is terrified; SHE is fighting off someone else." The PLAINTIFF 
believes that she was either drugred OR chloroformed BEFORE the FIRE was 
starteds 


An internationally-known PSYCHIC told the PLAINTIFF in August, 
2975. ..L that GOCENTA told the PLAINTIFF, including the fact that the 
PLAINTIFF was knocking over tables and lamps in a FIGHT to save harself, 
and DID try to get OUT of the apartment. And that woman named the man 


who paid the arsonist and attempted murderer, a defendant in this case. 


In MAY, 1975 A MAN calling himself "MR. COLLINS" called the 
PLAINTIFF at her office tc determine if it were really true that the 
PLAINTIFF was still ALIVE, and asked the PLAINTIFF to repeat her name 
ena the office phe c“nmber twice, 


At the he ‘al an December, 1974, FIRE MARSHAL MAXWELL 
asked the PLAINTIFF, "WHO is trying to MURDER YOU? Is your landlord 
trying to MURDER YOU?" The PLAINTIFF told MAXWELL the name of the 
suspects 
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Miss Lynne Gordon ~ HYPNOTIST -= WITNESS += NOT DEFENUANT «- 


160 West 73rd Street, New York, New York 10023 


In 1975 the PLAINTIFF visited Miss Gordon so that she could 
hypnotize and regress the PLAINTIFF to to night of the FIRE to learn the 
identity of the arsonist and attompted murderer, Miss Gordon was UNABLE 
to hypnotize the PLAINTIFF, and hopihg to save the PLAINTIFF monoy, 


Miss Gordon sent the PLAINTIFF to Doctor Hyman Chartock for HYPNOTISML 
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Doctor Hyman Chartock 


oo-MEDICAL HYPNOTIST ou= DEFENDANT ~< 


30 Park Avenue, New York, New York 10016 


The PLAINTIFF classifies Doctor Chartock as a DEFENDANT for 
aiding and abetting an arsonist by PT Sg information she went 
to his effice to get, and for which she paid him $300.00. Chartock had 
a choice of NOT taking the PLAINTIFF'3 money if he did NOT want to pet 
involved. BUT Chartock BOTH took the money and lied to the PLAINTIFFt 


Any educated person KNOWS that if sodiun pentathol is adninis- 
tered that any person CAN be regressed BACK to any year to get valid 
information, The PLAINTIFF desired PROOFS for a lepal case, and 


Chartock KNEW this from the very beginning! 


Moreover, Chartock has FORMS he uses to investigate ALI PATIENTS’ 
WHY??? AFITR Chartock called BOTH Inspector RENZULLI of the US Postal 
Inspection Service, and Fredorick V. Bohrends, FSI Agent, Chartock 
told the PLAINTIFF what BOTH NGN told Chartock 


PER CHARTOCK: "Formor USA President, Richard M. Nixon, had 
the US Postal Inspection Service investigate the Plaintiff for circulating 
letters aminst former employers,” PER INSPECTOR RENZULLI% SEPT. i973. 
"NO THREATS ." And per Inspector Renzulli, "The PLAINTIFF is high 
strung and believes in fantasies." The PLAINTIFF has never had any 
fantasies; a starving childhood during the GREAT DEPRESSION left her 
free of ALL fantasies! A DESTROYED LIFE BY SLANDER left her free of 
any fantasics$ HIGH STRUNGS YES% After UTTER HELLS IN OFFICES 
from 1954, ONWARDS AND UTTER HELLS in ALL areao of HER LIFE from 1954 


throuch 19768 


PIER CHARTOCK: BEHRENDS , FBI AGENT SAID: "The PLAINTIFF 


had a BLACK RACE Y OuUTz OF WEDLOC Ki" ihe 
PLAINTIFF 15 WHIT SE The PLAINTIFF has NEVER been prege 


nant in her entire lifes The PLAINTIFF has NEVER associated socially 
with any BLACK MAN% The PLAINTIFF is of Irish, English, Scotch descent? 
The PLAINTIFF desires to LOSE all indentity with ALL OTHER SMITHS in her 
imnediate family, and desires the ORIGINAL SMITH NAME OF; 

MA CeANGHORHANT EB . Sif be 4 

MACSANGHORHANNE The TRUE name for SMITH before 14648  SCOTCHS 


PER CHARTOCK:  BENRENDS, FBI AGENT SAID: "The PLAINTIFF 
tried te TAKE HER O%N LIFE ‘ RECENTLY?," PERJURY © CALUMNYS 


r 


a 


BEHRENDS investigated the PLAINTIFF fron November, 1973 through January, 
12742 For Engelhard Hanovia, Inc., and Behrends visited OSCAR G, 

RUBIN, ESQ. Engelhard is an associate cf ANGLO AMERICAN SAF. UTTER 
IMMORAL FILTH AGAINST THE PLAINTIFF OUT OF THE MOUTHS OF THESE PEOPLEt 

NO_ VERIFICATION BY THEME NO _VCRIFICATION BY THE FBIt NO VERIFICATION 
BY THE OFFICE OF THE US ATTORNEY TO WHOM THE INFORMATION WAS GIVENS 
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ONLY RENZULLI was astute enough NOT to believe the allegation, 
BINSANES" AFTER questioning the PLAINTIFF for FOUR HOURSt 


VERY DECENT PANS NO FILTH OUT OF HIS MOUTH AGAINST THE PLAINTIFFS 
‘one NE? Ra Sac ae BCATNST THE PLAINTIFES 


Mr. Frederick V. Behrends {AKA: Fred Barons), FBI_AGENT DEFENDANT -- 
201 East 69th Street, New York, New York 10022 


During MOST of the time the PLAINTIFF visited BEHRENDS in his 
office in January, 1974, BEHRENDS STARED AT THE STOMACH OF THE PLAINTIFFt 
Certain that BEHRENDS had the intelligence to VERIFY the ALLEGATIONS 
against the PLAINTIFF, the PLAINTIFF wrote to INSPECTOR RENZULLI ask 
ing RENZULLI to get the PROOFS OF TRUTH frou BEHRENDS, RENZULLI did 
NOT respond, SEE: information inder CHARTOCK for the rast% UTTER 
DORAL FILTH AGAINST THE PLAINTIFF BY THE FBIt NO VERIFICATION’ 
INADEQUATE INVESTIGATION BY A_PROFESSIONAL$ NO regard fer the LIFE 
of the PLAINTIFF, an educated USA citizon$ Collaborationist with 
DESTROYERS OF THE PLAINTIFFS : 


US ATTORNEY: DEMATO VERIFICATION OF SLANDER TO DEFEND YOUR 
FRED" RXCK Vo BEHRENDS, FBI AGENT&$ CONSULT YOUR FILES’ 
DEMAND VERIFICATION, THERE IS NONES CALUMIIY 8 


Inapector RENZULLE, US Postal Inepection Service -<-<WITNESS. ... NOT 


Forwerly at: Main Post Office, Flushing, New York DEFENDANT 


NOW AT: Mount Vernon, New York (PER US MARSHAL} 


SEE: aragraph FOUR on Pare NINE, ND ABOVE 
oon. para graph FOUR on Pare NINE. eet 4 sb 
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NoBe: TH MAIN DEFENDANTS IN THIS CASB WHO CAUSED ALL OTHERS TO BECOME 
DEFENDANTS ARE: 


OSCAR G, RUBIN, ESQ., NYC LAWYER 


Mrs. Delia Craven Smith ---NO HIGH SCHOOL —MQTHE AR — 


on oS ge 
My, Peoey % ts} PF gem gn yop plkaneae RTCH Sony 
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Mr. Bernard J. Smith, JUNIOR -» ONE YEAR HIGH SCHOOL --RROTHER 


Miss Anno Smith ewe ONE YEAR HIGH SCHOOL, -- SISTER 


STOUFFER'S RESTAURANT CORP., Division of Litton Industries, inc, 


The PLAINTIFF firmly believes that the academic accomplishments 
of her IMMEDIATE FAMILY MEMBERS are VERY PERTINENT to this legal case, and 
the VERY SIMILAR academic accomplishments of her COWORKERS fron 1954 
through 1976, are PERTINENT in this legal case, And the PLAINTIFF be- 
lieves that IF her academic accomplishments were MORE SIMILAR to those of 
her IMMEDIATE FAMILY, and MORE SIMILAR to those of her COWORKERS, the 


¢ <r tr 


PLAINTIFF might not now be pleading for HER LiFE, and her USA RIGHTS as 
a mativeeborn USA CITIZENt 


The PLAINTIFF says in true humility that she was and is DIFFERENT 
FROM her IMMEDIATE FAMILY, and her COWORKERS IN OFFICES from 1954 through 
1976, And THESE FOLLOWING DIFFERENCES are the "true crimes" of the 
PLAINTIFS PRO SE$ and IF they use iMMORAJ to mean "not in conformity 


with their academic principles", the following proves that: 


Miss Mary M. Smith; PLAINTIFF: 

Attended a paid-tuition elementary school, with NO Regents Grado in the 

YESt We did take Regents Tests in EIGHTH GRADSt 
Took TESTS to get into a paidetuition high school with NO GRADE UNDER 90%, 
Graduated after four years of ACADEMIC COURSES with NO REGENTS GRADE UNDER 
90%. <A college-prep high school. Schools and colleges fron 1954 through 
1966, with NO GRADS under 3 1/2, FOUR is the highest’ (While on- 
during nightmarish, incredible hells over CALUMIY,) Former member of 
three professional business associations, and former Treasurer for one, 
A LARGE personal library, half of which survived the December, 1974 FIRE. 
And again humbly; a lifetime high 1.Q. of 146 to 153 ( about 2% of the 


entire USA population }, THIS IS THE LIFR DESTROYED BY PSYCHOPATHIC LIES3_ 


EMPLOYERS DEFENDANTS ---- 


Oe ee ee oe ca: Cem meee emrnencea 


STOUFFER RESTAUPANT CORP., Division of Litton Industries, Ine. 
STOUFFER EMPLOYEE CHECKING AGENCY (Name U“KNOW to PLAINTIFF 
666 Fifth Avonue, New York, Now York 10023 


The PLAINTIFF sorked for this company as both as waitress and ss 
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a substitute hostess. (PLEASE consider the DENOTATION rather than the 

CONNOTATICH for the word and occupation, witress.) Also, the PLAINTIFF 
worked for STOUFFERS from January, 1946 through June, 1954, and working 
split shifts, which were rotating shifts) got out of work in the evenings 
at ABOUT the following hours SIX DAYS A WEEK: 8:30 P.M.; 9:30 P.M.; 


10:30 P.M. 


Over and over again “white collar" world people REJECTED the 


PLAINTIFF based SOLELY on her occupation with STOUFFERS. Since the 
PLAINTIFF desired continuing her education, and having normal .working hours, 


and marrying, and either having or adopting children ---the PLAINTIFF 
resigned from STOUFFERS to co OFFICE WORK? in June, 1954.  STOUFFERS, 
RUBIN, and the’ SMITHS KNEW the reasons the PLAINTIFF changed jobs. 


And in 1954 and in 1955 several other STOUFFER WOMEN did the 
Same thing for similar reasons. And ALL OF US got perjury, and 
psychopathic lies, and utterly sick immoral accusations for BUSINESS JOB 
REFERENCESt Even though STOUFFERS has always had an EMPLOYEE CHECKING 
AGENCY which investigates employees. Even the letter appeals to VERNON 
STOUFFER, company owner, in the EARLY 1960's never stopped what was done 
to ALL OF US. And as late as Sentenber, 1973, the US POSTAL INSPECTION 
SERVICE investigator for STOUFFERS was told the PLAINTIFF is INSANEt 
Renzulli was well able to determine that that was NOT TRUE after inter- 
viewing the PLAINTIFF for FOUR HOURS’ HE TOLD ME SOt 


Moreover, one month after leaving STOUFFERS, in July, 1954, 
the PLAINTIFF took NINE AND A HALF HOURS OF TESTS to determine her I.Q., 
and these included psychological as well as academic tests, which provs 
STOUFFER'S allegation to be PERJURY. It was THEN; it is NOW, 


"SANE" STOUFFERS destroyed the LIVES of these women through 

CALUMNY from 1948 onward: Miss Hilt, former hostess at the Grand Central 
Store; Miss Lillian Brusea, Miss Lorraine Grubich, Mrs. Lorraine 
Tartell Meredith, Miss Jenny Kellis, and Miss Mae M. Smith -—ALL 
former waitresses at the defunct store at 45th Street and 5th Avenue, NYC. 

ince this is NOT a class-action legal case, the Plaintiff will not detail 
these case histcries HERE, but will tell that Miss Grubich took her own 
life by drinking herself to death in the EARLY 1960's, 


STOUFFERS CALUMNIATED THE PLAINTIFF FROM 1954 through 1965, and 
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ALI. OFFICE EMPLOYERS used the allegations as FACTS against the PLAINTIFF 
without verification of the allegations, And passed on the allegations 
to all other OFFICE EMPLOYERS as facts, up to and including the PRESENT 
EMPLOYER OF THE PLAINTIFF 1970 to 1976. 


N.B.; OSCAR G. RUBIN, ESQ., and Mrs, Delia Craven Smith, and 
Miss Anne Smith are CO-CALUMNIATORS with STOUFFERS, and responsible for 


the very samo actions against the PLA.NTIFF named above. And the 
PLAINTIFF KNOWS that Mrs. Delia Craven Smith was VILIFYING the good 
name of the PLAINTIFF to STOUFFERS from Miss Florence Klosowski, former 
STOUFFER COWORKER of the PLAINTIFF THEIR psychopathic lies NEVER 
became self-fulfilling prophesies for the PLAINTIFF. And IF any of 
them ever really knew the PLAINTIFF, they should have realized that the 
PLAINTIFF would NEVER give up UNTIL her good name is cleared PUBLICLY% 


STOUFFERS is rosponsible for character assassination of the 
PLAINTIFF from 1 through 197$% AND the CO-CONSPIRATORS of STOUFFERS, 
the OFFICE ENFLOYERS, and OSCAR G. RUBIN, ESQ., who ALL USED their 
AUTHORITY POSITICNS. to give weight te the PSYCHOPATHIC LIES are far more 
responsible than the malicious possips, Anne Smith and Delia Craven Smith, 
who never had PRESTIGE POSTIONS IN THE BUSINESS WORLD 


STOUFFERS IS RESPONSIBLE FOR: the frequent job changes of tho 
PLAINTIFF from 1959 through 1970, and the inability of the PLAINTIFF to 
got OUT of her present wffice since 1971. Also, STOUFFERS caused the 
PLAINTIFF to lose a waitress job with the Sheraton Motel in Dsceambor, 1963. 
STOUFFERS. through SLANDER prevented the PLAINTIFF from using her previous 
OFFICE experience, and her education, and her high 1.9. to get valid 
salary increases in OFFICES, and to follow her chcesen profession, 
RECORDS. MANAGEMENT, and to make friends in OFFICES. Also, STOUFFERS 
caused the PLAINTIFF unnecessary sick days and doctors tills through 
SLANDER to OFFICE employers. And STOUFFERS caused the PLAINTIFF severe 
mental anguish in OFFICES from 1954 through 1976} And STOUFFERS caused 
the PLAINTIFF to fear dating any man from 1958 threugh 1948, and from 
1969 throuch 1976 for fear that STOUFFERS would get some man to date her 
to AGAIN and AGAIN VILIFY the good name of the PLAINTIFF, and this 
caused NO MARRIAGE to an EDUCATED MAN. And for fear that other decent 


woren might be hurt by STOUFFER SLANDER the Plaintiff feared having any 


secial life with others from 1960 threugh 1976, And STCUFFERS caused 
the PLAINTIFF to be cstracized IN OFFICES from 1954 through 1976, and 
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to have GROUPS OF ILLITERATE OFFICE WORKERS, with whom the PLAINTIFF 
would NEVER willing associate, act to DESTROY THE LIFE of the PLAINTIFF 


from 1954 through 19762 And caused the PLAINTIFF to live an adult life 


of forced celibacy, while at the same time being accused of living tha 
utterly immoral life of the OTHER SMITHS, including the MOTHER 2 And they 


caused the PLAINTIFF NOT to have any marriage to an EDUCATED MAN, And 
they caused the PLAINTIFF to plead over and over again from February, 1955 
through NOW, 1976 to clear HER GOOD NAME. of the UTTERLY FILTHY IMMORAL 
ACCUSATIONS out of the UTTERLY DEGRADED MOUTHS Of the MOTHER and OSCAR G, 
RUBIN, ESQ, BOTH OF THESE PEOPLE KNOW FOR CERTAIN THEY HAVE PERJURED 
THEMSELVES? And in 1976 through SLANDER STOUFFERS caused the PLAINTIFF 
to be earning HALF THE SALARY she should bo earnings In February, 1960 
STOUFFERS THROUGH JOB REFERENCE SLANDER caused the PLAINTIFF to give up 
her apartzent, and to put her belongings in storage because the DECENT 
PLAINTIFF believed that SOLELY because SHE was livinz alone that SHE was 
being VILIFIED, *o~~~sven though KNOWN FEMALE SLUTS IN OFFICES wero NOT 
being VILIFIED$ This move caused the PLAINTIFF to EXIST for TWO YEARS 
with the MOTHER OF THE PLAINTIFF, Delia Craven Smith, and with the SISTER 
of the PLAINTIFF, Anne Smith ---IN UTTER HELLS! And this move caused a 


BROOKLYN, Ne¥, MEDICAL DOCTOR to plead with the PLAINTIFP, "Get away from 
YOUR MOTHER ; SHE wil) either MURDER YOU, or have YOU MURDERED," 
ener ellemen AVG LU MURDERED, ® 


DELIA CRAVEN SMITH HAS NEVER. HAD ANY AVERSION TO TRULY IMMORAL SMITH FAMILY 
LINN re SPN nS er Se RTrim uentasmmrectonoDeeny 


MEMBERS \o-NOR HAS WUCAR G, RUBIN, ESQ. EVER ACTED ACA INST THE IMMORAL 


SMITH FAMILY MEMBERS} THEY BOTH DESTROY ONLY THE DECENT J 


AND STOUFFER SLANDER caused the investigations of the PLAINTIFF 


from 1968 through 1974 by the FBI, and in 1973 by the US POSTAL INSPEC= 


TION SERVICE, AND STOUFFER SLANDER caused OFFICE EMPLOYERS to VILIFY 
the good name of the PLAINTIFF, and employment agencies to do the Same. 


TO: ALL OFFICE EMPLOYERS: OSCAR G RUBIN, ESQ,; DELIA CRAVEN SMITH 
merce nme tenenapeane ar manent alle, Sdn be cateertnenenetenemmntennnet eee et 


ALL EMPLOYMENT AGENCIES wor-ALL THAT HAS BEEN SAID ABOUT STOUFFERS HERE - 
re 

IS TRUE FOR ALL oF YOUS Where there are specifig differencegfor OFFICE 
i OS, 


EMPLOYERS, these differences will be named, ALL OF YOU DESTROYED A 
— 

DECENT EDUCATED HUMAN LIFE) 

LEE 


OFFICE EMPLOYERS WHO DESTROY HUMANITY? 
peat na eine a Se 


Radio Engineering Laboratories, Inc, ---NOW BANKRUPT .. 
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Former Address: 29-01 borden Avenue, Long Island City, N.Y. 11101 
New Address: REL-Reeves Inc., Division of Dynamics Corp. of America 


3800 South Congress Avenue, Boynton Beach, Florida 33435 


Mr, James W. Kelly (Welsh; not Irish), Persornel Manager, 
accepted the PSYCKOPATHIC LIES as "job references" from STOUFFERS 
RESTAURANT CORP., and from OSCAR G. RUBIN, ESQ., and from Mrs, 


Delia Craven Smith as facts about the PLAINTIFF, and made NO effort 


to pet verification of the SLANDER told to him, In lieu of doing that, 


KELLY passed the CALUMNY around the entire office, and the WOMEN 
became a ruthless GANG against, the PLAINTIFF. In February, 1955 the 
PLAINTIF? demanded from KELLY an explanation of the conduct of her 
illiterate, high-school-dropout coworkers, and KELLY spent one hour 
laughing et and ridiculing the FLAINTIFF. This “office freeze" 
continued from August 2, 1954 through April, 1959 while the PLAINTIFF 
worked for this company as a FILES SUPERVISOR. When in July, 1957 
that company was taken over by Dynamics Corp. of America, KELLY told 
the PSYCHOPATHIC LIES to the employees of the THREE companies with 
which REL had merged. The members on ONE company did NOT believe 
KELLY, and warned the PLAINTIFF to be wary of KELLY. That company, 
STANDARD ELeCTRONICS, was formerly part of WESTERN ELECTRIC, where 
the PLAINTIFF worked in their OFFICES from April 


1946 in Kearny, New Jersey, BRAVO FOR WESTERN ELiCTRIC! & 


During the ENTIRE TIME the PLAINTIFF worked for this company, KELLY 
fought the executives so that they would EITHER not give the PLAINTIFF 
salary increases, or to insist on small salary increases for the 
PLAINTIFF. KELLY, allegedly a homosexual, had this homes2xual in- 
formation about a married executive, and KELLY used this information 
to get his way. When the PLAINTIFF resigned, THREE EXECUTIVES were 
UNABLE to overrule KELLY to get the PLAINTIFF a salary increased In 
the summer of 1958, Mr. Norman V. Ley, an executive pleaded with the 
PLAINTIFF to get OUT of KEL so that KELLY could NOT continue to VILIFY 
the good neme of the PLAINTIFF, and LEY said, "NO DECENT EMPLOYER 
would ever listen to or act on such slander." Up to and including 
1976, the PLAINTIFF has mst NO EMPLOYR who would NOT listen, nor 
act to destroy the PLAINTIFF ___and NO EMPLOYER insisted on VERIFICATION; 
NO_EMPLOYER AND NO PERSONNEL MANAGER ABLE TO THINK AND TO EVALUATE! 


By Easter, 1955 the PLAINTIFF was so exhausted from meving 75-pound 


Page SIXTEEN 


transfiles in an utterly-filthy FILE ROOM, that the PLAINTIFF was 
forced to take off three days from work caused by UTTER EXHAUSTION. 


The spent 98% of her time ALONE while working for this DESTROYER:OF 


HUMANITY J THIS COMPANY caused a Brooklyn, N.¥. DOCTOR in February, 
2960 to say to the PLAINTIFF, "My GOD THEY have turned a happy, 


healthy extrovert into a VEGETABLE." AND that DOCTOR said, "Keep 
away from YOUR MOTHER; SHE will either MURDER YOU or have YOU MURDERED." 


That DOCTOR in 1960 was as terrified ad August J. Mick, Esq, was in 
19653 WHO HAD THE POWER TO THREATEN THEM? 


Kenyon & Eckhardt, Inc. 
200 Park Avenue, New York, New York 10017 


AFTER taking hours of academic and psychological tests, which 
the FLAINTIFF passed, the PLAINTIFF was hired by this company in April, 
1959, and the PLAINTIFF resigned without giving them two week's 
notice in February, 1900. UTTERLY FILTHY, SICK, MOUTHS AND 
MINDS, AND PECPLE ARE INTOLERABLE TO THE PLAINTIFF! The PLAINTIFF 
worked for this company as a FILES SUPERVISOR, and in May, 1959 got 
an EYE INFECTION because she was forced to work in a filthy files 
storage area on Amsterdam Avenue in the 60's, where rats roamed the 
placee The PLAINTIFF spent. FIVE DAYS bathing her EYE day and night 
HOURLY, and in se -zre pain, The office File hoom at 247 Park avenue 
was no less filthy than the storage area. A common laborer would NOT 
have to work under such circumstances, but the educated, HIGH I... 
had to do this for "OFFICE PRESTIGE" GARBACEJ NO WAITRESS ever 
worked in such LOWDOWN, FILTHY CONDITIONS! And NO waitress or 
laborer was ever expected to WRECK his/her good clothing working in 
utter filth, nor with rats! Also, the PLAINTIFF worked in TERROR 
beaause a RAPIST-ROBBER was roaming the 247 Park Avenue building, and 
one raped woman wound up in a rental institutien. That rapist-robbter 
was caught in 1960, and sentenced by a JUDGE who said, "YOU ARE NOT 
FIT TO LIVE AMONG DECLUT HUMAN beINGS." IT WAS IN THE NEWSPAPERS! 
And CHET LANGTON, OFFICE MANAGER, told tho PLAINTIFF that she could 
NOT call the NYC POLICE if the rapist-robber attacked those in the 
FILE ROOM. 5 Then in 
January, 1960 CHET LANGTON, OFFICE MANAGER, called the. PLAINTIFF 
to HIS OFFICE to say, "I _knsw all about your fornication from YOUR 
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JOB REFERENCES." Information given to Chet Langton, Office bianager, 


aud to Hilton N. Wasserman, Personnel Manager, BY: STOUFFERS, 


KELLY of R.E.l., Oscar G. Rubin, Esq,, NYC LAWYER, and by MOTHER, 


Mrs, Delia Craven Smith AKAs hrs, Bernard J. Smith, SENIOR, 


The PLAINTIFF feared that she would have to endure the same 
UITER HELLS she had endured in R.E.L. at KELL'S hands, and found this 
prospect intolerable, and resigned from K & E in February, 1960 -- 
WITHOUT giving them two weck's notice. Hilton N. Wasserman told 
this to the UNemployment insurance people, and the PLAINTIFF was 
yelled at and screamed at by a MAN at this office, and did NOT return 
to be further humiliated, nop further robbed of HUMAN DIGiITY? THIS 
was the FIRST TIME the PLAINTIFF had ewer applied for unemployment 
insurance! THE PLAINTIFF DID NOT GET IT! 


AFTER leaving K & E the PLAINTIFF believed that she was NOT 
guilty of the charges that SOLELY because she was living alone, and 
had ner own apartirent that she was being VILIFIED. The PLAINTIFF 
gave up her apartment and koved into UTTER HELLS with Delia Craven 
Smith, and with Aine Smith, where the PLAINTIFF EXISTED until 
February, 1962 Slander or no slander, the PLAINTIFF cculd NOT 


tolerate a DESTRUCTIVE ATMOSPHERE! 


IN N.Y.C. and in the BUSINESS professional associations, 
CHET LANGTON is known for his FILTHY DESTRUCTION OF WOMEN EMPLO 
And ateut SIX MONTHS before the PLAINTIFF was hired by K & E in April, 
1959, CHET LANGTON was beaten bloodily in front of his home AFTER 
HE got home late from work, NO money was taken from him; NO car 
or car keys were taken from him; NO company papers were taken from 
him. MOST PEOPLE believed HE had been beaten for HiS maltreatment 


of OFFICE WOMEN, HE had to be HOSPITALIZED} 


in an EXIT INTERVIEW by PHONE, Hiltsn N,. Wasserman was 
UNABLE to understand why any DECENT CHRISTIAN WOMAN could te upset 
by PORNOGRAPHIC INSULTS by Chet Langton} NO _FORNOGRAPHIC people, 
nor COMPANIES, NOR family members, NOR MOTHER, NOR RUBIN --were 
ever acceptable to the PLAINTIFF! | NO IMMORAL TRASH was ever 


accept; ble by the VLAINTIFF during her ENTIKE LIFE! NEVER] 


BUT MOST UNLIKE the DEFENDANTS in this LEGAL CASE, the 
PLAINTIFF uid NOT spend any part of her entire LIFE trying to DESTROY 


Jl Ht 
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the DEFENDANTS named in this legal case. AND the destroyed LIFE of 

the PLAINTIFF is positive proof that NO EMPLOYER, or Personnel Mamager, 
OR Stouffers Checking Agency was ever able to ACCURATELY evaluate people} 
About 5% of the EXECUTIVES in OFFICES from 1954 through 1970 WERE able 

te accurately evaluate people in OFFICES where the PLAINTIFF worked, 

BUT in her present OFFICE NO EXECUTIVE has that capability! NONE! 


OR DO MOST PEOPLE CHOOSE TO DESTROY HUMANITY? 


States Marine - Isthmian Agency Inc. 
FORMERLY AT: 90 Broad Street, New York, New York 10004 
NOW KNOWN AS: Global Transport, Inc, 

280 Park Avenue, New York, New York 10017 
AND AS: States Marine International Ine, 

High Ridge Park, Stamford, CONN, 

The PLAINTIFF worked for this company as a FILES DEPT. HEAD 
from March, 1960 through December, 1961, and had personnel te super- 
vise on TWO FLOORS six floors apart. Also, had files in the basement 
and in a Brooklyn, N.Y. warehouse (7,500 transfiles), Although the 
PLAINTIFF wqs doing Records Management work which she CHOSE as a career, 
she did NOT expect to have to work an average ef 60 hours a week WITHOUT 
pay for overtime, even when the Laber Dept. erdered overtime meney, 
and without money for dinners, nor to have to spend her own meney for 
snacks for her SEVEN file clerks when they insisted on working late te 
help the PLAINTIFF] NOR to have a file clerk get a $50,00 a month 
raise fer NO pervious experience while the PLAINTIFF got a $35.00 a month 
raise for experience and responsibility. YES? The PLAINTIFF fought and 
got a $50.00 a MONTH raise in addition to the $35.00 a MONTH. Alse, 
the Personnel Manager, JOHN HAYDEN, who was later FIRED by R.B. HANSEN, 
used to tell every file clerk he hired for the PLAINTIFF, "Pay NO 
attention te Mae M. Smith; SHE works like there is NO tomorrow." NO 
SLAVE OR LACKEY, the PLAINTIFF considered Kecords Management work BOTH 
a vocation, and an INTELLECTUAL AVOCATION} And a means ts BETTER JOHS 


ELSEWHERE? J LIFE MIND] 


MOREOVER, NEITHER Hansen NOR Hayden knew that the PLAINTIFF 
was existing in an UTTER HELL AT HOME while living TEMI’OKARILY with HER 


MOTHER AND SISTER, and the PLAINTIFF'S constructive way te escape THEM 
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was to do coustructive work and to learn for HER FUTURE ELSEWHERE 
AND NEITHER Hansen NOR Hayden knew that the PLAINTIFF was living with 
her mother and sister TEMPORARILY, NOR why this was so, NOR that the 
PLAINTIFF lived with threats of PHYSICAL BEATINGS from them, NOR that 
every morning the MOTHER of the PLAINTIFF turned OFF the alarm clock to 
make the PLAINTIFF late for work, NOR that the PLAINTIFF was FORCED to 
pay a phone service to get her up for work. THEY knew NOTHING about 
the personal life problems of the PLAINTIFF. The PLAINTIFF maturely 
coped with the SICK HOME LIFE in 1960 and 1961 and worked each day 
relating to coworkers and executives alike GREGARIOUSLY{ INTELLIGENTLY] 
SINCERELY? With NUTRITION the STRONGEST ALLY of the PLAINTIFF] 
EMOTIONALLY and PHYSICALLY the PLAINTIFF has always been able to bounce 
back to GOOD HEALTH with help from NO ONE} IT IS HER NATURE} AND _ 
HER GREAT PATIENCE THROUGHOUT LIFE} Say the CHINESE, "Beware the 


ire of a patient man," 


RAGNOR B. HANSEN could NOT afford personally to have OFFICE 
GANGS after the PLAINTIFF so the CALUMNY was NOT spread throughout the 
OFFICE while the PLAINTIFF worked there. BUT from 1962 ONWARD until 
Hansen retired, HANSEN spread the UTTER IMMORAL FILTH against the 
PLAINTIFF t~ ALL who would listen, and ifideed did IRKEPARABLE HARM 


to the PLAINTIFF from 1962 through 


ar : and Anne 


Smith, and Delia Craven Smith gave the DEPRAVED, PSYCHOTIC LIES 


to HANSEN, which HANSEN gladly used against the PLAINTIFFJ 


The PLAINTIFF did NOT use STOUFFEKS as a job reference heres 
Although the CAUTIOUS, FRIGHTENED HANSEN might have checked those 


. 


job references. 

ANNE SMITH BRAGGED OUT OF JEALOUSY IN 1961, "Well, ‘Miss 
Popularity,’ WE (Rubin, Anne, Delia) have maue absolutely vertain 
that you will never again be popular." DEPRAVED, IMMORAL, ILLITERAT§, 
Low 1.Q.'S, DESTRUCTIVE PERSONALITIES RULING COM?ANIES? COLD= 
WATER FLAT, HIGH SCHOOL DROPOUTS RULING COMPANIES] RUBIN'S FORMER 
RESIDENCE WAS A COLD WATER FLAT WITH A BATHROOM IN THE HALLS NO_ 


SMITH EVER HAD THE BATHROOM _IN THE COMMON HALL! RUBIN LAWYER DID} 


MOST PERTINENT! EXECUTIVES and COMPANIES wealthy fer 
HUNDREDS OF YEARS obediently DESTROYED THE LIFE of the PLAINTIFF for 


yr W , 
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COLD WATER FLAT RESIDENT RUBIN, NYC LAWYER, with whom they would NOT 
associate with] And for illiterate HIGH SCHOOL DROPOUT, ANNE SMITH, 
with whom EHEY would NOT associatel And for DELIA CRAVEN SMITH NO 


ee oa nee neonate ome 


HIGH SCHOOL, with whom they would NOT associate! 


((YET, these WEALTHY COMPANIES, WEALTHY FAMILY COMPANIES 
chose to aid and abet, and to become criminals for people they would 
normally ostracise and spit on, and ignore, and NOT HIRE WHY? 
((N.B.: WEALTHY FAMILY COMPANIES 3. Re Eo. Le} STOUFFERS ; 


States Marine Isthmian Agency ince; Anglo American Corp. of SOUTH 


AFRICA (N.A.) Ltd.; the PRESENT employers of the PLAINTIFF.) ) 


(( YES} MOST PERTINENT? These COMPANIES would ostracize these 
DEFENDANTS; YET, THESE FAMILY COMPANIES weuld alse destrey humanity 
for people they normally despise! WHY? WHY OBEY PEOPLE THEY HAVE 
NOTHING BUT CONTEMPT FOR? YES! MOST PERTINENT] WHY? PERMIT 
THEIR FAMILY COMPANIES TO BE USED, IN THE LOWEST SENSE OF THE WORD, 
BY THESE PEOPLE? )) 


RACNOR B. HANSEN, OFFISE MANAGER, kept the PLAINTIFF out of 
OFFICE WORK, and from earning an adequate income, and borrowing meney 
to survive, and job hunting and having resumes printed, and under the 
care of doctors and specialists for physical ailments, and causec her 
to lose her job at the SHERATON MOTEL, and HANSEN kept VILIFYING the 
PLAINTIFF and the FAMILY OF THE PLAINTIFF, and RUBIN frem December, 
1961 through July, 1965 and until the very day HE retired from SMI 2 
Also, from %963 ONWARL HANSEN got Mrs. Miriam West, the PLAINTIFF'S 
SECOND REPLACEMENT, te VILIFY THE PLAINTIFF to THREE professional 
business associations, and t6 N.Y.U, SEMINARS, and te Mrs, Theresa 
M. Burke Employment Agency, andto anyone who would listed te HER GOSSIPJ 
Also, HANSEN told the PSYCHOPATHIC LIES to LL who would listen to HIM 
from December, 1961 ONWARD! USED PEOPLE USED BY A SICK MAN} 
AND from July to September, 196 Miss Eileen Maude Strudwick 
spat out HANSEN'S NAME OVER AND OVER AGAIN as the VILIFIER OF THE 
PLAINTIFF2 HANSEN ?S NAME AND SMI OVER AND OVER AGAIN} 
AND MISS STRUDWICK swore over and over again that the SMITH FAMILY and 
OSCAR G. RUBIN, ESQ., NYC LAWYER, were named BY RB. HANSEN in the 
JOB REFERENCES as the VILIFIERS OF THE PLAINTIFFS MISS STRUDWICK 


YELLED THIS all ever the OFFICE, and told ALL new empleyees, AND ALL, 


ee 


<tr a Re Gee Peeere . 


~~ 
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RAGNOR B. HANSEN, of States Marine = Isthmian Agency, and OSCAR G, 
RUBIN, ESQ., and the SMITH FAMILY ---NEVER counted on the BIG MOUTHS 
of Miss Eileen Maude Strudwick, and Miss Irene D. (Mimi) Woods of 
Anglo American Corp. of South Africa (N.A.) Ltd. --who YELLED AND 
SCREAMED Alt, OF THEIR NAMES, AND ALL OF THE ALLEGATIONS AT T 


PLAINTIFF IN THE MIDDLE OF THAT SMALL OFFICE IN FRONT OF EVERYONE! 


8’ 


RSASASASISAS HX SSASCASSATSISGAVARAAs SSeS STAT VP SeSaAsssAssrTVAItzse seas sezectsrsss2zes2% 
The Jewish Guild for the Blind, Inc. 
15 West 65th Street, New York, New York 10022 


FORMERLY AT: 1880 Broadway, New York, New York 10023 


This is HOW this social service agency} which survives with 
aera = ethene tenannanienenstes: Salant metasne inseam , A an na aA 
MY TAXES and the taxes of all Americans, and which is TAX 


HELPS HUMANITY? 


The PLAINTIFF was offered a "permanent" job as a RECORDS MANAGER, 
with NO chance of ever getting a salary increase, and with NO fringe 
benefits, which the PLAINTIFF immediately sensed was a temporary job 
being offered as a "permanent" job, and said so, and o. ered to take 

the temporary jou. Since they would have had to pay the SHAW WALKER 

CO. PER DIEM what they paid the PLAINTIFF PER WEEK for the very same 
work, they agreed to hire the PLAINTIFF, And THEY, Walter Wachtel, 


thanked the PLAINTIFF after she left there with SLANDER and DESTRUCTION} 


ABOUT three weeks after the PLAINTIFF started to work there, 
the people in the Department in which SHE was working STOPPED ‘"ALKING TO 
HER 
OSCAR CG, RUBIN, ESQ. And the illiterate, high-school-drepout, 


Mrs. Mary Bennett O'fHara, whom the PLAINTIFF had to teach to be a 


Files Supervisor, was going to WACHTEL with tales behind the back of the 
) & & 


PLAINTIFF. By AFRIL, 1962 the PLAINTIFF insisted on taking a week's 


vacation WITHOUT PAY to get away from them, And returned determined 
to get the work done and to get OUT OF THEREJ And the PLAINTIFF 
worked an average of FIFTY HOURS per week in the office to HASTEN her 


exit from there} 


And from November, 1962 through July, 1965, WALTER WACHTEL 


OF THE GUILD SLANDINED THE PLAINTIFF, and kept the PLAINTIFF OUT 


of office work, and WACHTEL  slandered the PLAINTIFF until he DIEDJ 
a ec 
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WALTER WACHTEL was a cripple, who could NOT stand on his feet 
more than fifteen minutes at a time] And a bookkeeper] NO MORE? 


THEN Mr. SAMUEL GLUCK became the PERSONNEL MANAGER for the 
GUILD, and in 1968 using the ALIAS, D.W. CRAIG, the PLAINTIFF 
checked her own JOB REFERENCES with GLUCK, whe LIED and said that NO ONE 


at the GUILD in 1968 knew the PLAINTIFF, and therefore GLUCK could NC? 
give job refer2nces for the PLAINTIFF, and GLUCK was thoroughly IRKED 

that anyone should bother HIM for JOB REFERENCES, The PLAINTIFF immediately 
WROTE to MRS. SIDNEY E. POLLOCK, former Directress of the GUILD. GLUCK 
LIED --HE knew the PLAINTIFF; MRS. POLLOCK was there and knew the 
PLAINTIFF; Mrs. Mary Bennett O'Hara was there and knew the PLAINTIFF. 


GLUCK has an emotional i&ness which causes him te stutter, 
RSSIRSASSETSSVIASersssesessszsetezs SSTSSSTSSSSSSSSSSSSstSSsetsssessezsesrssezezzs2=22a 


Sheraton Motel 
h2nd Street & 12th Avenue, New York, New York 10036 


FOR SIX WEEKS in November and December, 1963, the PLAINTIFF 
worked in their Coffee Shop from 6:30 A.M. te 3:30 P.M. as a waitress 
while job hunting for OFFICE WORK, AFTER all ef the JOB REFERENCES fer 
the PLAINTIFF were checked, the PLAINTIFF was FIRED over CALUMNY frem: 
RAGNOR B. HANSEN, WALTER WACHTEL, JAMES W. KELLY, __ KENYON & _ 


ECKHARDT, INC.3 and STOUFFERS RESTAURANT, 


Since the PLAINTIFF NEVER used the Sheraton for job refer- 
ANnCceS, the Sheraton could NOT have passed on the PSYCHOPATHIC LIES told 
te then. It. was a NOTHING JOB with tee little money te survive under 
even the most meager of living cenditiens. The waitresses pleaded with 
the PLAINTIFF to fight for her job; no educated person fights for a 


nothing job to earn an inadequate amount of money. 


BRIDGIT, waitress and Union Shop Steward, was delighted to 
tell the PLAINTIFF the CALUMNY told to the Personnel Manager of the MOTEL. 
BRIDGIT can NOW be reached at EITHER the Waldorf Astoria, or the Americana 
Hotel, where she NOW in 1976 works for BOTH. At that time, a man 
who worked in the SHERATON OFFICE told the PLAINTIFF not to get the GOSSIPS 


bother her; HE DID NOT believe the information, HE was from South 
America; the PLAINTIFF does NOT recall his name. 
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Anglo American Corp. of South Africa (N.A.) Ltd. 
FORMERL AT: 280 Park Avenue, New York, New York 10017 
FROM: 1963 through 1971 
NOW AT: Toronto Dominion Bank Tower, Toronto, Ontario, CANADA 


gOPY OF THIS SUMMONS BEING MAILED TO THEM. 


On July 12, 1965 the PLAINTIFF was hired by them as a FILES 
SUPERVISOR , BEFORE all of her job references had been checked. And 
one week later ALL HELL BROKE LOOSE in the OFFICE, after all of the job 
references had been checked by MISS EILEEN MAUDE STRUDWICK, SECRETARY, 
THEN 58 years ef age and never married, With NO COLLEGE EDUCATION, 


(YES! PERTINENT!) (_And MOST pertinent from 1954 through 1976} 
RE: ALL DEFENDANTS NAMED HEREIN 2) (THINK EVALUATE? ) 


And in spite ef the FACT that CALUMNY was given by: Radio 
Engineering Laboratories, Ince (James We Kelly), and by: Kenyon & 
Eckhardt, Ince, and by: The Jewish Guild for the Blind, Inc. (Walter 
Wachtel), and by: Ragnor B. Hansen of States Marine-Isthmian Agency, 
. Ince w--- MISS STRUDWICK CHOSE to blame IT ALL on HANSENS AND 
MISS STRUDWICK CHOSE to YELL and SCREAM all of the allegatiens all ever 
THE OFFICE, in the middle of the office, to all of the COWORKERS of the 
PLAINTIFF --- from July through September, 1965-_ AND until 1967 
when she was transferred to CANADA, MISS STRUDWICK told all new em- 
ployees, and the employee turnover was very high. AND MISS STRUDWICK 
told ALL visiting EXECUTIVES from OFFICES all over the WORLD. AND 
MISS STRUDWICK KEPT VERY CAREFULLY WRITTEN NOTES IN A_FILE ABOUT ALL 


ALLEGATIONS AND ALL OF THE CALUMNIATORS --FOR THE ANGLO LAWYER EXECUTIVES $ 
eC oe re 
AND ALL of this information was removed frem the DESK ef Miss Irene D. 
Woods by MISS DARLENE ZIOMEK in 1968, and read and studied by MISS 


DARLENE ZIOMEK? 


AND shortly after that THE PERSONNEL FILES of the PLAINTIFF 
were removed by Basil T.A. Hone, lawyer and executive, to HIS FILES in 
ENGELHARD INDUSTRIES, INC. IN NEWARK, NEW JERSEYS HONE WAS GETTING 


SALAK1ES FROM BOTH COMPANIES? AND HAD OFFICES IN BOTH COMPANIES? 


And ENGELHARD HANOVIA, INC, and its EMPLOYEES, FORMER LY ANGLO 


EMPLOYEES, told the CALUMNY TO: FREDERICK V. BEHRENDS, FBI AGENT, 


in November, 1973 through January, 19741 
permenant ptinseniaunsnupiegunrenemdionaesesnnesre"=-wv——"————— 
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INDUSSA CORP, (BELGIUM COMPANY) 
FORMERLY AT; 605 Third Avenue, New York, New York 10016 


WHEREABOUTS presently unknown; may be in CANADA; flew the coop, 


The PLAINTIFF was hired by them in June, 1969 before all-of 
HER job references had been checked, and based on CALUMNY FROM ALL 


PREVIOUS OFFICE EMPLOYERS w--FROM 1954 through 1969 mm the PLAINTIFF 
was FIRED OVER SLANDER in December, 1969 --two weeks before Xmas_ 
YET, the PLAINTIFF had FOUR GOOD CHARACTER REFERENCES: from: 


Mr. Robert M. Christie, of South Egremont, MASS., a school teacher from 


1963 to then, and before that a NYC TRANSIT COP; Mr. James S. Hoge, 


a retired Western Electric Co. executive; Mrs. Drina P. Korman, English 
Teacher, NYC Community College; Miss Kay Ventura, English Teacher, 


NYC Community College. 


And when THESE FOUR PEOPLE were contacted by: Miss Carole 
Trainor, Secretary to MR. CHENEY, MISS TRAINOR told ALL FOUR PEOPLE 
the ALLEGATIONS told to HER by ALL COMPANIES, and the NAMES of the 
CALUMNIATOR Personnel people, and that IRENE D. (MIMI) WOODS alone 
said, "The PLAINTIFF does NOT know how to get along with people." 
PERJURY BY MISS WOODS! And from November, 1 through January, 197 
MISS IRENE D. (MIMI) WOODS told this to FB1 AGENT, FREDERICK V. BELURENDS. 
And in April, 1970, MISS IRENE D. (MIM f(OODS) told this allegatien te 
the PRESENT OFFICE EMPLOYER OF THE PLAINT] YES! TOLD TO MES 


Throughout HER entire employment time with ANGLO AMERICAN, MISS 
(SCREAMING MIMI) WOODS has been KNOWN for her INABILITY to ge long with 
BOTH employees and executives in England and in South Africa, and in YC, 
PROJECTION OF HER PERSONALITY used apainst the PLAINTIFF] SHE never 
attended collere, and she does NOT have the HIGH 1.Qe ef the PLAINTIFF] 
And SHE hates married people, OR talk of GETTING MARRIED, YES! 


ase Lian A A AN 


PERTINENT $ SLANDER FOR JOB REFERENCES OUT OF JEALOUSY IS PERTINENT! 


And MISS CAROLE TRAINOR OF _INDUSSA_CORP, caused BOTH WOMEN, 
SCHOOL TEACHERS to REPUSE to give the PLAINTIFF personal job references 


for her office job in 1970§ OVER MALICIOUS GOSSIP _BY MISS TRAINOR? 


ROM ALL OFFICK EMPLOYNRS FUOM 1954 throurh 1969L 


N.B.: The PLAINTIFF did NOT use STOUFFERS for a JOB 
REFERENCE FOR INDUSSA NOR FOR HER PRESENT -MPLOYER. 


ALLEGATIONS AG‘ 22:5" 

l--The PLAINTIFF uses MAE in lieu of MARKY because 
PER JURY 2 The PLAINTIFF was registered in elements 
of age as MAY, NOT MARY, by Delia Craven 


changed the spelling. 


2e-The PLAINTIFF is a BLACK WOMAN posing as a 


BOTH PARENTS WERE WHITES BORN IN IRELAND? 


3--The PLAINTIFF had a baby out of wedlock] PERJURYJ The PLAINT 
NEVER been pregnant in her entire life. ONE SISTER, XXXXXXX,did 


baby out of wedlock in May, 1953, WHITE? 


he=-The PLAINTIFF, per FBI AGENT, BEHKEND 
PERJURY! The PLAINTIFF never in her entire life ever 
with any BLACK }.ANd BEHRENDS WAS USED 


FBI: US ATTURN:Y: DEMAND PI 


5-- PER BEHRENDS, B oN in May/June, 1975 TO: Doctor Hyman Char- 
tock: "The PLAINTIFF 'RECENTLY' tried to take her own LIFE," 


WHO contacted BE=RENDS in 1975 to tell this 


Did the ARSONIS 4 ATTEMPTED MURDERER of December, 1974 contact BE 


That ARSONIST called e PLAINTIFF at her OFF! ] 1975 to determine 
whether or NOT the PLAINTIFF was : ALIVE and ma< ve PLAINTIFF re- 
peat HER NAME 4D OFFICE PHONE NUM 

"MR. COLLINS." WHO IS "MR, C."? WHAT DOES "C" STAND FOR REALLY? 


IMINALS who change their NAMES 
PAE iE aaa LARS ena sei =i 
The FP ! i NYMFHOMANIAC --in Radio Engineering Laboratories] 
PERJURY! 
7J-- The PLAINTI?? indulges in FORNICATION --per CHET LANGTO 
NO WAY bat I CAN NOT KE USED] PERJURY! 
ote Bwbh se 
8-- The PLAINTIFF is a TROUB KER] PERJURY! 
this cise on thenselves JESTROYING for Oscar G. 


Delia Craven Smith THEY CAUSED THE TROUBLES? PROJECTIONS? 
Beste Vio sS Se. ak Sait tosh rte NM a Rl tec SE india Soci 


race se 427 wand 


J--The PLAINTIFF? a DRUNKARD! Can NO JACKASS EMPLOYER 


PHYSICAL SIGNS cf alcoholism? 


PERJURY BY THE MOTHER, DELIA CRAVEN 


10---The PLAINTIFF ic INSANE] PERJURY! BY_STO 


+ 


references] And te the US Postal Inspectien 


UDDY SMITH to the Postal Authorities, > To Matthew J. Grayson, £ 


Ab 


HH - 63. . Page 


N.B: The LAST thing any INSANE person LOSES is VERBAL ABILITY! 

EVERY SMITH to WRITE one paragraph --NO TIME LIMIT] 

YOU CHOOSE THE SUBJECT (S)} THIS REPLEADING 13 WRITTEN BY THE PLAINTIFF 
YOU EVALUATE THE OTHER SMITHS3 ILLITERATES$ FOR SANITY! 


ORLY JACKASS SMITHS would be so UITERLY STUPID as to NOT realize 
in condemning, the PLAINTIFF: as INSANE, _THEY are saying they too are 
INSANE? GR that probability DOES EAISTJ USED BY DELIA ALWAYSJ Also, 
NO INTELLIGENT FAMILY MEMBER ever VILIFIES its own FAMILY NAME THEY DIDI 


Sn 


THEY STILL DO} THEY VILIFY THE SMITH FAMILY NAME} AND THEMSELVES} 


1l-- The PLAINTIFF threatened to DESTROY RAGNOR B. HANSENY PER Oscar 
G, Rubin, Esaqe, and per Joseph Rk. Fanaro, Labor Relations man in 196k, 
The PLAINTIFF left HANSEN'S employ in December, 195], and did NOT learn 
until July to September, 1965 that HANSEN was VILIFYING THE PLAINTIFF 
IN JOB REFERENCES} BUT RUBIN and _PANARO DID KNOW in 1964) HOW? 
AND USED HANSEN AGAINST THE PLAINTIFF IN 1964% WHY? HOW? 

PERJURY BY PANARO TO HELP RUBIN! 


12--- The PLAINTIFF is a SNOB because SHE chosses a COLREGE EDUCATION, 

and READS BOOKS, and has a LARGE PERSONAL LIBRARY THAT alse describes 
ALL EMPLOYERS and OSCAR G. RUBIN, ESQ. ---WHO BECAME USED TRASH BOR DELIA} 
WHO BECAME USED TRASH FOR OSCAR G. KUBIN, ESQ. EVEN THE FBI BECAME 

USED TRASH FOR THEM? THE PLAINTIFF NEVER DIDé 


13=<— The PLAINTIFF IS A SNOB because she refuses to live in a GOLD WATER 
FLAT with an ICE BOX and a COAL STOVE until the LATE 1950's! 1999? 1958? 
AS THE OTHER SMITHS DID? IN A GHETTO! FOUR WORKING ADULTS ---- 
TWO MEN AND TWO WOMEN IN THIS FLAT ---could NOT get themse’ves OUT ef 
THIS GRBTTO FIAT ---WITH FINANCIAL HELP FROM THE PLAINTIFF from 1938 
through 19534 FOUR WORKING ADULTS UNABLE TO GET OUT OF ONE GHETTO] 
OR TO GET THEMSELVES EDUCATIONS { TO BETTER THEIR OWN LIVES} 

THE BETTER PLAINTIFF GOT OUT OW HER OWN AT 20 YEARS OF AGE! 


Delia Craven Smith and Anne Smith continued te live in this 
GHETTO until 1966 or 1967] GHETTOS were NOT acceptable to the EDUCATED 
after the GREAT DEIRESSIONY WHICH ENDED IN 1942]_ 


GHETVO_MINL jONALITIES DESTROY THE EDUCATED IN NataGa 


SS eS. a ee 
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--continued from Pages 25 and 26: 


l4-- The PLAINTIFF is a JEWESS posing as a CHRISTIAN per walter Wachtel 
of the Jewish Guild for the blind, Inc, In 1964 an employment agency 
called the PLAINTIFF in for an interview out of curiosity, especially 
since BISHOP MC DONNELL MkMORIAL HIGH SCHOOL was on the JOB RESUME of the 
PLAINTIFF. AFTER the interview, the woman who owned the agency called 
in her co-owner, aman, and said, "Jack" come here; she is as JRISH as 
Paddy's Pig; she is NOT a JEWESS." WACHTEL apparently believed that 
VILIFYING JEWISH WOMEN was right conduct! DID RUBIN help Wachtel with 
the BASE CANARDS apainst JEWESSES? 


N.B.: ONE of the MOST decent WOMEN known to the PLAINTIFF 
was Mrs. Sidney E. Pollack (Zena), a JEWESS, and FORMER Directress of 
the Jewish Guild for the Blind, Inc, AND ONE of the MOST decent #iLN 
ever known to the PLAINTIFF was Mr. Joseph Behr, Financial Vice Fresident, 
retired, of Radio Engineering Laboratories, Ince, a JEWISH MANJ BEHR 
spent four years and eight months protecting the PLAINTIFF against the 
UTTER UsMORAL FILTH and PERNICIOUS PERJURY told to R.E.L. in: 2954. 
by STOUFFERS, and by OSCAR G. RUBIN, ESQ., and by DELIA CRAVEN SMITH3 
NB: MISS ANNE SMITH, sister of the PLAINTIFF, worked 
with the PLAINTIFF in R.&.L., and witnessed the incredible HELLS the 
PLAINTIFF was endurin, over BASE CANARDS in 1957, and 1958, and part ef 


1959 in their CFFICES! Caused by James W. Kelly {Welsh; NOT Irish). 


15== The PLAINTIFF does NOT know how to get along with people] PERJURY? 
NEVER BEFORE in her entire life did the PLAINTIFF ever get accused of THAT 


UNTIL AFTER the PLAINTIFF left the Anglo American Corp. of South Africa 
ANAL) Lte,, when MISS IRENE D. WOODS told this to the INDUSSA CORP, 


and to the IMSSENT EMPLOYER OF THE PLAINTIFF} PROJECTION{ And MiSS 


JKENE D. wOODS told this PERNICIOUS PERJURY to Frederick V. Behrends, 
FBI AGENT, from November, 1973 to January, 1974. MISS IRENE D. wOODS 
IS A CITIZEN OF ENGLAND! Who calls THE IRISH LAZY$ PREJUDICE} 

SS WOODS is KNOWN in the ANGLO AMERICAN company in ENGLAND, and in 
SOUTH AFRICA, and in the USA as_ a TROUBLE MAKER, and MISS WOODS often 
BRAGS ABOUT THiS2 AND in N.¥.C. caused gn exceedingly HIGH personnel 
turnover of American women from 1965 through 1969, 
es «orn hg asf inn gn rg rh phd lp ag eo ed ng renova fo hone 
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The PLAINTIFF does NOT believe that these many pages are adequate 
enough to paint the HORRIBLE NIGHTMARE OF UTTER TERROR from 1954 
through 1976. Therefore, the newspaper stories of what has happened 
to OTHERS nationally, which also happened to the PLAINTIFF, are 


enclosed for all to read. SEE; RAPE OF FRIVACY --NY DAILY NEWS. 


Miss Florence Klosowski --WITNESS 


ADDRESS UNKNOWN = --unable to locate her 


From 1949 through 1953, Florence kept pleading with the 
PLAINTIFF to break away from her entire family because Florence be- 
lieved that NONE of them was a friend to the FLAINTIFF, and that THEY 
planned to destroy the entire rest of the LIFE of the PLAINTIFF. BUI, 
Florence would NOT tell the PLAINTIFF which SMITHS were acting against 
her, NOR what they were doing. Also, the HIGH standards of integrity 
of the PLAINTIFF kept her from having detectives investigate the SMITHS] 
UNFORTUNATELY Since 1965 the PLAINTIFF has known for certain that 
the MOTHER, DELLA CRAVEN SMITH, has been VILIFYING THE PLAINTIFF 
by using PROJECTIONS, 

STOUPFERS | SHOULD HAVE INVESTIGATED HER 

Mrs. Anthony Dolcimascolo -«AKA: Mrs. Vicki Dolcimascolo 
FORMER LY ; Garth Road, Scarsdale, N.Y.-- Present address UNKNOWN 

VICKI worked with the PLAINTIFF in the ANGLO AMERICAN CORP., 
and in 1966 returned from lunch with a greeting card which disparaged 
ALL MINORITIES including the IRISH} Vicki said to Mildred Liebmann, 
"MAE will NOT like OUR knowing that THIS is in her JOB REFERENCES." The 
CARD said, "MOSTLY women of IRISH descent hive tables out of wedlock." 
PREJUDICE BY GREEK VICK]$ PERNICIOUS PERJURY! § The PLAINTIFF has 


NEVER been prernant, and NEVER had any baby! 


Mise Margaret Darby 
65-48 165th Streot, Flushing, New ‘ 


FORMER COWORKE' .N ANGLO AMERICAN CORP. 


Q 42 Pae oO Y 
MARGARET in 1966 was listening to the PLAINTIFF explaining to Miss 
Mildred Liebmann that Records Managers were trying to get tneir profession 
recognized as an office profession equal to other professionals when 
MARGARET said to Mildred, " WE KNOW what kind of a professional MAE IS; 
HER FAMILY SAYS Mae is a professional TRAMP." BASE CANARD! The LIFE 
oi the PLAINTIFF has been the OPPOSITE of THAT3 PERNICIOUS PERJURY! 


Miss Darlene Ziomek --Former coworker of Plaintiff -- 
49 Horton Drive, Huntington Station, Long Island, New York 

AFTER the SUMMONS was served Darlene called Miss Ellen Coleman 
telling Miss Coleman that SHE was worried about her CREDIT RATING] BUT 
no concern for the DESTROYED LIFE of the PLAINTIFF2 Darlene told Miss 
Coleman that she likes the PLAINTIFF! LET US SEE! In 1968 in ANGLO 
AMERICAN Darlene got the PERSONNEL FILES of the PLAINTIFF out of the desk 
of Miss Irene D, Woods, and read and studied the information. THEN 
Darlene told the PLAINTIFF what she had done, and that a DOCTOR was 
named in those FILES, and that perhaps the PLAINTIFF'S SISTER used the 
PLAINTIFF'S NAME when she had that baby in 1953. SHE DID NOT) WHO is 
the DOCTOR? IF Darlene had any regard for the PLAINTIFF at all, SHE 
would have told the PLAINTIFF the FILES were there BEFORE they were re- 


moved to ANOTHER OFFICE! So that the PLAINTIFF could in 1968 have 


PROOFS to clear her GOOD NAMEJ KNOWING that the FLAINTIFF'S position 


was weak over the PERNICIOUS PERJURY, Darlene LIED to her boss saying 
that the PLAINTIIF had NOT filed her copies of her boss's letters --- 
AF‘icR Darlene had pleaded with the PLAINTIFF NOT to tell her boss that 
Darlene did NCI give the PLAINTIFF the letters to FILE) DARLENE is 
guilty of INVASION OF PRIVACY OF THE PLAINTIFF --confidential company 


records SHE had NO ripht to read in the absence of MISS WOODS 


Mrs. Theresa M. Burke -~-Employment Agency 
8 ‘west 40th Street, New York, New York 10036 

In 1954 Mrs. Burke for a FEE got the Plaintiff her job with 
Radio Engineering Laboretorics, Ince, and warned the PLAINTIFF that 
James W. Kelly was hiding something about the job. HE WAS; a filthy 
file room. In 1960 Mrs. Burke recommended the PLAINTIFF for membership 
in the Records rianagemcent Association of N.Y. BUT-- in March, 1963 


Mrs. Burke told the PLAINTIFF --"NO ONE wants YOU; NO CNB will hire YOU 


ear 
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When the PLAINTIFF pleaded with Mrse Burke to teil her WHY she said this, 


Mrs. Burke would NOT answere AND she also refused to try to get the 
PLAINTIFF a jot for a FEE based on the allegations told to here SHE 
made NO effort to VERIFY the pernicious perjury4 
Snelling & Snelling Employment Agency ---WITNESS 
18 East 41st Street , New York, New York 10016 

On January 27, 1972 a man from this agency called the PLAINTIFF 
at home that Friday night at 9:00 P.M. and spat out the immoral allegation: 
at the Plaintiff over the telephone. During that same week that man 
called the present employer of the PLAINTIFF 
was jou hunting$ On Monday, January 30, 1972. 
Mr. Raymond Haydock, rresident of Snelling and Snelling, in PAOLI, 


to tell him what had happened. WMEDIATELY Mr. Haydock took actions 


ened 


Also, the PLAINTIFF gave Haydock permission to call her present employer 


ae 


for him to confirm what h 


Retailers Comnorcial Agency, Ince 
80-15 164th Street, Jamaica, New York 1143) 


In June, 1965 these contacted the PLAINTIFF by mai 


the PLAINTIFF to ca! hen Whe he PLAINTIFF did call them the wota 


had written to the PLAINTI esired personal informatisn from HERD 


When the Plaintiff aske is woman WHO id THEM to check on the PLAINTIF? 


this woman said that their client did NOT wi 


’ 


to the PLAINTIFF was a form-letter LT! 


mics 
THEY 


updating your credit referencese" 
Immediately the Plaintirf contacted the Better Business bureau and the 
CHIEF of Detectives at the nearest Police Irecinct to Retailers. AFTER 
the POLICE investigated a detective called the Pleintiff and said that 


Retailers told the POLICE that the PLAINTIFF had try to 


stocks and bonds from_a COMPANY with OFrICk. 


2 
em annie tt 


in New Jersey and CONN 


enema na rte Acer nc a 


PERJURY BY RETAILERSS INVASION OF PRIVACY POR A GHOST CIIENTS 

NAME YOUR CLIENT RETAILERS! 
B2ucuerrococststese : = Seanez eenesneasassrassasaesss 

Mrs. Lorraine Tartell Jer 


HOME ADDRESS: Temple Hills, Maryland 


Page THIRTY- ONE 
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Lorraine, since LATE 1963, has worked in the OFFICES of the F.B.1. in 
Washington, D.C. Lorraine was a FORMER STOUFFER WAITRESS, and a very 
RELIGIOUS WOMAN ALWAYS, and when she resigned to do OFFICE work STOUFFERS 
gave PERNICIOUS SLANDER to TWO office employers from 1955 through 1963, 
R. C. Ae , and B. B.D. & 0., who BOTH CHUSE to have Lorraine 
destroyed by passing the CALUMNY around the OFFICES. And this caused 
Lorraine emotional and physical illnesses, and the latter caused her to 
be hospitalized, and to return to her parental home in West Virginia to 
recuperate. Lorraine, and several other women, and the PLAINTIFF did 
NOT know WHO or WHAT was causing ostracization by OFFICE workers UNTIL 
the PLAINTIFF through thorough investigations learned ALL of the NAMES of 
ALL of the PERNICIOUS SLANDERERS, STOUFFERS DESTROYS lisN TOO! WHY 77% 
WHY PERJURY for job references? WHY UTTERLY IMMORAL CALUMNY 
AGAINST SO WANY DECENT FORMER EMPLOYEES? How many INSANE PEOPLE THERE 


are allowed to spit out such DEPRAVED JOB REFER ENCES ? FOR HUMANITY$ 


ERBer serra eecs sr asses srae 


-- PUBLIC CLEARANCE of the GOOD NAME of the PLAINTIFF. 
2-- GOOD JOB REFERENCES from EVERY company from 1946 through 
EARNED by the PLAINTIFF. 


3-- Production of ‘1:2 documentary EVIDENCE AGAINST THE DEFENDANTS. by 


5 


which was given to that office from 1968 
through 1974 by the F.bel., ection Service 
Federal Rules 
Legal help, and medical help (sodium pentathol) to catch and to 
: 
secute the arsonist and attempted murderer of December 73 19 ihe 
Lepal counsel to help the PLAINTIFF with this case. 
6-- $500,000.00 (five hundred thousand dollars) PLUS, and that PLUS 


amount to be determined by the Court, PLUS ALL legal expenses --- 


FROM: ALL EMPLOYERS named as DEFENDANTS, 2t the Sheraton Motel; 


PLUS FROM: Oscar G. Rubin, Esq. and Delia Craven Smiths 

FOR A DESTROYED HUMAN, EDUCATED, DECENT, HIGH I.Q; LIFE A_ LIFE! 
Je- fermission from the US DISTRICT COURT --NOT to have to reply to 
the attorneys for the defendants without an attorney to do so for the 
PLAINTIFF. 


ae 


LALIN: 
Aut inveniam viam aut faciam aut vincere; cum auxilium ab 
alto; cum labore et honore; ad infinitum et ad nauseum ad captandum 


vulgus. Audentes fortuna juvat. Magna est veritas et prevalet. 


erat in votis; adhuc sub judice lis est. Deo favente; Deo 


@&ratias 


TRANSLATION: 

I will find a way or make one to conquer; with help from on 
high; with labor and honor; to infinity and to the degree of producing 
disgust to catch the rabble. Fortune favors the daring. Truth is 
Great and prevails. This was the hing 1 prayed 


is still before the court. With God's favor; thanks 


Audacter et sincere, 


(Boldy and sincerely), 


(Miss 
AKA: (Miss) 


MMS / 
enclosures: 


TO LAWYERS: 

Oscar G. Rubin, 

John G. Bonomi, £ 1 BAR ASSOCIATION CRIEVANCE COMMITT! 
3 aetna 

Matthew J. Grayson, Esqe ==-WITNESS PRO SE 

David G. Trager, & -~US ATTORNEY 

Phillips, Nizer, Benjamin, Krim, & Ballon, 


ey 


Hofheimer, Cartler, Gottlieb, Gros ESqSe 


Townley, Updike, Carter, Rodgers, & 
Alexander, Ash, Schwartz, Cohen, E 
Galland, Kharasch, Calkins, & 
Casey, Lane & Mittendorf, Esqs. 


Murphy & Burke, Esqs. 


William J. Dougherty, Esq.) .,_, 
Drechsler & Leff, Esqs. shank 


Irving Mark Wolff, Esq. 
Weil, Gotshal, Manges, Esqse 


JUDGE Mark A. Costantino ~-Thank you fo gio 


((N.38.: Supplemental summonse 


NOT reached by the US MARSHAL previously.)) 
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342 Madicon Averme 4 148 1.0 > i 
34th New Yor'c 17, N.Y. 140 to 140 1.0. 

Bo errcrrs ev ¥r—tt206) 
"iss ao Smith COLLEGE AFTER 


a. N.Y.C. seg Hitt aaa -- Liberal Arts Major 
mba aeke aie Brooklyn, N.Y. 11201 ~-~ 3% Average Cy TO Ps): 


- Education: Nigh School Graduate -- Academic Course — oe Me Donnell 
Yroblen: Help with job planning. (Brooklyn, N.Y.) Memorial H.S. 
Nests aduinistered: July 6, 195! 90% plus average 
Counsel a1; interviews: July °, 13) 195) 


W¥Io0se<— 
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Tho tests which were given inclided those _for reneral intelligence, for 
dinterosts, for antitudes confirming the interests indicated and for 


ersonalitv and Semoc ranan* ee i 


On the Wechsler-Pellovue Tet, iss Smith rene in the very superior 
intellivence ranre. Her invellectucl functioning 3 1310 opicas, and con= = 
Sistent. She has the ability to discriminates betyoon asecerise and 
superficial likenessos and to differentiate — from unessential 7/7” 
details. She is alert to tho world atouy her, has good comnon sense and‘ 
an ability x0. Jia ta past experience. A good social and cultural backe\ "se 
‘ound are aniicated a9 well as “Learning abiiiz, < fund of ver verbal infor= |_* 
maticn wnd a ee ranyo of information and ideas. She has 2 retentive. | 
womory, which-may indicate an ability to concentrate effort without per= | 
mitting extrancous distractions. ier woridng attitude is excellent; shet-~ 


bins "social. intelliverco", an ability to set up goal ob ests and follow <_ 
‘brough, ind to suvsvitute and associate with spec accuracy in ney iy 
Wiican si ications .cee 


oe one ee \ze 

, rekwder Preference Record reveals above averare persuasive and clerical 

. interests, wnich relate to A_eapacity Lor é assuiing cecnonsibility for. < 
Manareront, sales end clerical york. The Lolicvring interests are average 

Y diterary, computational, artistic, scientific, musical and social service, 
which indicates that any of those might be combined with the hich interests 
for practical purvosos. 
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A fer of the pr.ctical vossibilitics growing out of thio interest-antitude 
Profiic, based on an expressed desire to do offico work, arot roceptiocnist, 
anfox-ation clerk, reservation clerk, personnel clerk, fi1u.u clerk, payroll 
clerk, collection or eredit clerk, tclepnone order clerk, cashicr, trainre 
for office machines, saleswoman, statistical rescarch worker, and folloving 
any of theso possibilities cnce entered with covrses indicated for advance- 
nent. 
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Specific reference to placement by agencies end by personal contact have 
been disecwsced; sources of information for resonres were g.ven, and the use 
of cmmmmity resources was stressed, so_sne,con investigate, job possibilities 
ens Onrvorvunities su: ited to her skills ana interests a3 well’as anvituacs 
confirting her interests. Alco, che was told about the Job-Ninding For 
ané wan-larkcting — . 
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Sno has initiative end renoureesvlness, and is a 5 O yicll—ad usted person no INFINITUWS 
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| THE PENALTY of LEADERSHI Pans mS 


IN EVERY FIELD OF HUMAN ENDEAVOR: HE THAT IS FIRST MUST PERPETUALLY LIVE IN THE WHITE LIGHT OF 
PUBLICITY & WHETHER THE LEADERSHIP BE VESTED IN A MAN OR IN A MANUFACTURED PRODUCT : EMULA 
TION AND ENVY ARE EVER AT WORK & IN ART-IN LITERATURE: IN MUSIC : IN INDUSTRY * THE REWARD AND 
THE PUNISHMENT ARE ALWAYS THE SAME & THE REWARD IS WIDESPREAD RECOGNITION - THE PUNISHMENT, 
FIERCE DENIAL AND DETRACTION & WHEN A MAN'S WORK BECOMES A STANDARD FOR THE WHOLE WORLD 
IT ALSO BECOMES A TARGET FOR THE St.AFTS OF THE ENVIOUS FEW & IF HIS WORK IS MERELY MEDIOCRE 
HE WILL BE LEFT SEVERELY ALONE & IF HE ACHIEVE A MASTERPIECE: IT WILL SET A MILLION TONGUES AWAG 
GING & JEALOUSY DOES NOT PROTRUDE ITS FORKED TONGUE AT THE ARTIST WHO PRODUCES A COMMON 
PLACE PAINTING « WHATSOEVER YOU WRITE: OR PAINT: OR PLAY: OR SING - OR BUILD - NO ONE WILL STRIVE 
TO SURPASS OR TO SLANDER YOU: UNLESS YOUR WORK BE STAMPED WITH THE SEAL OF GENIUS & LONG 


LONG AFTER A GREAT WORK OR A GOCD WORK HAS BEEN DONE - THOSE WHO_ARE DISAPPOINTED OR _ENVI 
: OUS CONTINUE TO CRY OUT THAT IT CANNOT BE DONE & SPITEFUL LITTLE VOICES IN THE DOMAIN OF ART 
if », WERE RAISED AGAINST OUR OWN WHISTLER AS A MOUNTEBANK - LONG AFTER THE BIG WORLD HAD ACCLAIM 
“ED HIM ITS CREATEST ARTISTIC GENIUS & MULTITUDES FLOCKED TO BAYREUTH TO WORSHIP AT THE MUSICAL 


SHRINE OF WAGNER: WHILE THE LITTLE GROUP OF THOSE WHOM HE HAD DETHRONED AND DISPLACED ARGUED 
ANCRILY THAT HE WAS NO MUSICIAN AT ALL & THE LITTLE WORLD, CONTINUED TO PROTEST THAT FULTON 
COULD NEVER BUILD A STEAMBOAT: WHILE THE BIG WORLD FLOCKED TO THE RIVER BANKS TO SEE HIS BOAT 
STEAM BY & THE LEADER IS ASSAILED BECAUSE HE IS _A_LEADER- AND THE EFFORT TO EQUAL HIM IS MERELY 
ADDED PROOF OF THAT LEADERSHIP & FAILING TO EQUAL OR TO EXCEL: THE FOLLOWER SEEKS TO DEPRECIATE 
AND TO DESTROY: BUT ONLY CONFIRMS ONCE MORE THE SUPERIORITY OF THAT WHICH HE STRIVES TO SUP 
PLANT & THERE IS NOTHING NEW IN THIS & IT IS AS OLD AS THE WORLD AND AS OLD AS THE HUMAN PASSIONS 
ENVY: FEAR: GREED :AMBITION AND THE DESIRE TO SURPASS & AND IT ALL AVAILS NOTHING @ IF THE LEADER 
TRULY LEADS HE REMAINS-THE LEADER & MASTER POET: MASTER PAINTER: MASTER WORKMAN : EACH IN HIS TURN 
IS ASSAILED-AND EACH HOLDS HIS LAURELS THROUGH THE AGES & THAT WHICH IS GOOD OR GREAT MAKES 
ITSELE KNOWN: NO MATTER HOW LOUD THE CLAMOR OF DENIAL & THAT WHICH DESERVES TO LIVE- LIVES 


THIS TEA ft APPEARED AS AN apveWrisemant IM THE SATURDAY EVENING POST iii Pao, IM THE YEAR bens ' COPYRIGHT, CADILLAC MOTOR CAR DIVISION 
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/£\03\ AMERICAN BAR ASSOCIATION 

Teneitoneial : ee eae! Or —T- ILLINOIS 60637 sackonees ak 947-3885 
DISCIPLINE 


February 26, 1976 


DIRECTOR 
F. LaMar Forshee 


ASSISTANT DIRECTOR 
James H. Bradner, Jr. 


. are 
Mr. Mal M. Smith . “~Vs Ova 
) , oC ee 


eimhurst, WY 11373 ‘ 
\ 


2 re : 
Your correspondence adaressed to the American Bar 
Association has been received and forwarded to this Cen-~ 
ter for reply. ' 


Dear Mr. Smith: 


The American Bar Association is a private organi- 
zation concerned with the legal profession. However, 
it is not a governmental or local disciplinary agency 
with the authority to review, investigate or intervene 
in disciplinary proceedings involving lawyers admitted 
to practice law in various jurisdictions. Such author- 
ity is generally vested in the highest court of the 
state in which an attorney practices. 


It is natural to assume that disciplinary agencies 
or state and local bar associations which are vested 
with the power to investigate complaints concerning 
an attorney in New York are in some manner connected with 
the American Bar Association and subject to its super- 
vision. However, the American Bar Association and 
such agencies are completely separate and distinct 
entities from each other, not subject to the supervision 
of one another. 


This Center cannot advise you as to your legal 
rights and remedies or whether your individual situ- 
ation is a matter that would be appropriate for sub- 
mission to the appropriate disciplinary agency; however, 
if you decide to submit this matter to a disciplinary 
agency, you should direct further correspondence to: 


Fredrick C. Stimmel, Esq. 
Counsel é 

New York State Bar Assn. 
One Elk Street 

Albany, NY 12210 
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Thus, although the American Bar Association is _ 
interested in maiutaining high standards of ethical : 

conduct within the legal profession, it cannot take 

any action on specific complaints such as yours since ; 

it cannot participate in state or local discisiplinary 


proceedings. : 


Very truly yours, : 


no Hf. Patel yigy 


mes H. Bradner, Jr. 
Assistant Director 
Center for Professional Discipline 
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Your correspondence to our Association has been referred to the below 
office, which has jurisdiction cver the subject matter: 


steer 


John G. Bonomi, Esq. i 
Chief Counsel, Assoc, of 
the Gar of )... City of w 
36 West 44t, St. 

New York, N. ¥. 10036 


We suggest you communicate direct with them. 


Sincerely, 
New York State Bar Association 
One Elk Street 
___Albany, New York 12207-—-——_-— 


Reem a nemnrmmemenna oe ee ee een 


‘ resin es ic yee i mi Pn is ‘ ne fee 


celia eubtenticm-temmriie < mtirein on deh : ; ; : | oe : 
‘ na | de ie: ip cage alts enteaisn sep geet 


752531 EASTERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK 


ener eres he aban chaben weerebaninahabenuktngn ahem aean abi sete asenen x 


MISS MAE M. SMITH, a/k/a 


| CIS:CH:sr UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
' 

| 

| MISS MARY M, SMITH, 


} Plaintiff, NOTICE OF MOTION 


~against- Civil Action 
No, 75 C 2060 
MR. FRED BARONS, FBI Agent; 
INSPECTOR RENZULLI, of the United 
States Postal Inspection Service, 
et al., 
Defenduats, 


PLEASE TAKE NOTICE, that upon the annexed 
affidavit of CYRIL HYMAN, Assistant United States 
Attorney for the Eastern District of New York, sworn to 


the 30th day of April, 1976, and upon all the pleadings 


fener eT OLE 


and proceed ngs heretofore had herein, including the 
Government's previous Notice of Motion dated January 30, 
1976, the affidavit of CYRIL HYMAN, sworn to the 30th day 
of January, 1976, and upon all the pleadings and proceed- 
ings and prior memorandums of law of all the parties 
submitted hereinbefore, the undersigned will move tnis 
Court on the |‘+“‘day of May, 1976, at 10:00 A.M., in the | 
forenoon of that day, before the Honorable Mark A, 
Costantino, Judge, United States District Court, Eastern 
District of New York, in Courtroom No, 1, at the United 


States Courthouse, 225 Cadman Plaza East, Brooklyn, New 


York 11291, for an order pursuant to Rule 8(a), Rule 12, 
Rule 41(b) or Rule 56 of the Federal Rules of Civil 
Procedure, dismissing the complaint herein for failure to 
state a claim upon which relief can be granted, lack of 


jurisdiction of the subject matter, lack of jurisdiction 


of the person, insufficiency of process, and fsilure to 


Xr 
a 
fe 


comply with Rule 8(a) or, in the alternative, for summary 
judgment pursuant to Rule 56 of the Foderal Rules of Civil 
Procedure, and for such other and further relief as to 
this Court may seem just and proper. 


Dated: Brooklyn, New York 
April 30, 1976. 


Yours, etc, 


DAVID G. TRAGER 

United States Attorney 
Eastern District of New York 
Attorney for Defendants 

225 Cadman Plaza East 
Brooklyn, New York 11201 


By: 


ae j 
Assistant U. S. Attorney 
70: 


MISS MAE M. SMITH | 
c/o Coleman Family 
83-06 Vietor Avenue 
Elmhurst, New York 11373 


RAYMOND J, SAFFIENTINI, ESQ, 
Townley, Updike, Carter & Rodgers | 
220 East 42nd Street 

New York, New York 10017 


MATTHEW GRAYSON, pro se 
1139 East Jersey reet 
Elizabeth, New Jersey 07201 


BRUCE ALLEN 

Hofheimer Gartler Gottlieb & Gross 
100 Fark Avenue 

New York, N.Y. 10017 


OSCAR G, RUBIN, ESQ. ' 
233 Broadway 
New York, N.Y. ; 


DRECHSLER & LEFF, ESQS. 
292 Madison Avenue 
New York, N.Y. 10017 
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QHITED STATES DISTRICT CouRT 
EASTERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK 


Oe ee ee ee et ee 


MISS MAE M. SMITH a/k/a 
MISS MARY M. SMITH, 


CYRIL HYMAN, being duly sworn, deposes and 


Plaintif”, AFFIDAVIT 
~against- Civil so 
Wo. 75 C 2060 

MR, FRED BARONS, FE Agent; 

INSPECTOR RENZULLI, of the United 

States Postal Insrection Service, 

et al., 

Defendants, 

| 

COUNTY OF KINGS j as.: ; 
} 
| 


| 
u 
Se se iene ee naam ie Ee eT oe x 

STATE OF NEW YORK ) 

j 
Says: | 

That he is an Assistant United States Attorney | 
im the office of DAVID G. TRAGER, United States Attorney | 
for the Eastern District of New York, and that he is euxty | 
familiar with the facts and circumstances of the above | 
entitived matter, | 

This —— my affidavit, sworn to j 
January 30, 1976, wherein I stated that Frederick V. | 
Behrend:s, 2n agent of the Federal Bureau of Investigation, | 
white performing official duties, investigated a complaint 
concerning a threat on a person's life. 

On May 15, 1975, the Federal Bureau of 
Investigation received a letter from a physician setting 
forth the fact that the plaintiff herein was a patient of 
seid physician and that the physician requested from the 
FBI information concerning the patient. Attached to the 
letter was an authorization signed by the plaintiff, 
addressed to the FBI, authorizing the Bureau to give to 


rat 
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the physician all the information they may have about the 
Plaintiff relating to the Bureau's contact with the 
plaintiff. 

Although the complaint is confusing and it is 
aifficult to determine what claim or claims the plaintiff 
is stating or the basis for the Court's jurisdiction, in 
order to lay this matter at rest it is requested that if 
the Government's request to dismiss the complaint is 
denied, that summary judgment be issued based upon the 
fact that the plaintiff herein authorized the Federal 
Bureau of Investigation, in writing, to release informa- 
tion to her physician, Under the bare facts, as reconstruct 
ted by the Government, this Court does not have jurisdic- 
tion of this matter for the following reasons: 

(a) There is no allegation, nor can one be 
implied, that the constitutional rights of the vlaintiff 
were violated when she was the one who authorized the 
release of information to her physician; 

(bo) It seems that she is alleging a tort 
against the United States of America by reason of official | 


% 


acts of its agents, servants and/or its employees, 


She does not allege that she has complied with the Federal | 


Tort Claims Act, in that she filed a Notice of Claina with 
the appropriate Pederal agency within the time period 
provided by law, A lack of this allegation is jurisdic- 
tional and the complaint should be dismissed, Altman v. 
, Connally, 456 F.2d 1114, 1116 (2d Cir, 1972); 

(c) If the plaintiff did comply with the Tort 
Claims Act and the Court had jurisdiction, the exception 
contained in Title 28, U.S.C. §2660(h) exempting from the 
Act actions relating to any claims arising out of libdel 


and slander, would apply to the facts of th/s case, 


24 


WHEREFORE, it is respectfully requested that 


the relief the Federal Defendants seek herein be granted. 


Assistant U. S. Attorney 


Sworn to before me this 
30th day of April 1976. 


C 
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, 2 i New York 
slice, State © e' 

Notary Pues 44502158 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
EASTERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK 
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MISS MAE M, SMITH a/k/a 
MISS MARY M. SMITH, 


Plaintiff, 9-G STATEMENT 
-against- Civil Action 
No. 75 C 2060 
MR. FRED BARONS, FBI Agent; 
INSPECTOR RENZULLI, of the United 
States Postal Inspection Service, 
6t al., 
Defendants. 


ee ae ae eae a ao 00 a ee a ae on en a ae awe at oe oe ow ae 


1. On November 28, 1973, the Federal Bureau of 


Investigation received information that two individuals 


had received threatening letters in the United States mail. 


2. Information was supplied that one, Mary 
Margaret Smith, might have had some connection with the 
letters. 

3. On January 9, 1974, one, Mae Smith, true name | 
Mary Margaret Smith, then residing at 31-13 - 34th street, | 
Astoria, New York, voluntarily appeared at the New York 
office of the Federel Bureau of Investigation anu was 
interviewed by Special Agent Frederick V, Behrends, 

4, On February 4, 1974, the facts of the case 
were discussed with the United States Attorney's Office in | 
the Eastern District of New York and prosecution was | 
declined, 

5. On May 15, 1975, the New York office of the 
Federal Bureau of Investigatior received a request for 
information from a physician concerning the plaintiff. 
Attached to the request was an authorization signed by the | 


{ 


plaintiff and witnessed by the physician authorizing the 


j 


PBI to furnish the physician with all information that the 


A 8636 


FBI may have on the plaintiff relating to the plaintiff's 
contact with the Bureau, 

6. In response to such request and on May 19, 
1975, an agent of the Federal Bureau of Investigation 
contacted the physician and telephonically advised that 
the plaintiff was a subject in a case in February of 1974, 
that the United States Attorney's Office declined 
prosecution and that the FBI would not furnish any 
additional information. In responding to said remark, the 
physician informed the agent that he understood, 

7. A photostatic copy of the request for 
information from the physician with the Agent's hand- 


written notes relating to the reply is attached as Exhibit 


ae 
8, Plaintiff's authorization to the Federal 


Bureau of Investigation is attached as Exhibit 2. 


” 
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Assistant U.S. Attorney 
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Re: liiss Mae M. Smith 
87-03 iimhurst Avenuw 
Elmhurst, N. ¥. 11373 


Dear wir: 
Miss vae!. Cnith has resently <¢cwt: patient of nine. In 


Groce =o - Se og ucts LO Fe er. 1 wouUls Gtorecttee Oty 


ard al. tae iniom fon vos Ce: LA pe adcout wer contact 


with you. 


Attacred, please find ner authorization for you to release 
this information. 


Thank vou for your courtesy and cooperation in this matter. 
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. Hyman fod JM. D. 
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eae YORK, NEW YORK 10016 BASILE. arw yOue«s 41360 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
EASTERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK 


MISS MAE M. SMITH 
a/k/a Miss Mary M. Smith, 
75-C-2060 
Plaintiff, 


Vv. MEMORANDUM 
and ORDER 


JUN 11876 


FRED BARONS, FBI Agent; OSCAR G. RUBIN, 
ESQ., LAWYER; et al., 


Defendants. 


COSTANTINO, D.J. O ESTROVERS OF HUMANITY, 
2 ee 
ae 


Defendants; ve moved to dismiss this pro se 


complaint on various grounds. 


NEITHER DID DEFENDAM 


Although plaintiff ne submit Oe in 


opposition, this court nevertheless afforded her the 


ener t 


opportunity to make(oral argument in opposition to datendante’ ie 
motions to dismiss) The statements made by plaintiff, however, 
shed no greater light on her claims than the confusing and | 
incredible allegations made in her complaint. | 


FIG UNUIOLe MATA 


eo 
Defendants contend that the court lacks juris- 


diction or in the alternative that the complaint violates 


Fed.R.Civ.P. 8(e) (1). Section 8(e) (1) states that each 


averment of a pleadi shall be simple, concise and direct 


H 
Plaintiff's statements to the court indicate 


that she speculates as to attitudes toward her and that 


she draws conclusions that many people have exerted efforts 
EE 


ARSON 
to destroy her welfare, both physically/and socially. The 


papers submitted by her and statements cnet by her bolster 
AN ,/ 

the court's impression that the fears a and the 

NO; 


accusations made by plaintiff are personal suspicionjana cy me /T Ht 
have no basis in fact. The many defendants should not be 
Sc 


subjected to the expense of defending spurious allegations 


pact which violate wh aa 4 sh mals 
7 


EWES oR RAINED LAW ERS As ang Als cy) 
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a The ovale s motion for summary judgment Aa 
KLVN, es 
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Key ‘Wecauant to 28 U.S.C. § 2680(h) has a a is granted. 
qea 7 AM oe Logs Sey Maen hE 


The court likewise grants the motion of each 
defendant dismissing the complaint since it violates Rule 


(e) (1). In view of the fact that eee already has 
~~? witHdouT A p LAWYER 
been granted opportunity to amend her complaint (the case 
—————————— 
is now dismissed with prejudice as to all defendants. The 


Clerk is directed to enter judgment in accordance with this 


opinion. 


“Auth A. 
Sha Pos 


UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
EASTERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK 
OO ree ee ome ae ee Go ll ce st ee es Se a he NS AD SE aS ce sy ones cs ae HE” 
MISS MAE M. SMITH 
a/k/a Miss Mary M. Smith, 
75-C-2060 
Plaintiff, 
Vv. MEMORANDUM and 
ORDER 
FRED BARONS, FBI Agent; OSCAR 
G. RUBIN, ESQ., Lawyer, et al., But ig ko 


Defendants. (June 16, po 


COSTANTINO, 


This court has received a letter from plaintiff 
dated June 10, 1976, in which she requests modification of 
certain language contained in this court's Memorandum and 


Order of June l, 1976. 


After reviewing plaintiff's request this court 
has concluded that the Memorandum and Order be modified as 


follows: 


—_> The word "spurious" should be 
deleted from the following 


sentence which appears on page 
2: "The many defendants should 
not be subjected to the expense 


of deferding spurious allegations | 
which violate Rule 8(e) (1). FOR vs 
oe 


In all other respects, however, the decision 


shaJi remain the same. 


So Ordered. 
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